Kris^UvIngston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


JeffWoifeld [jeff woIfeld@yahoo.com] 
Friday, March 27. 2009 10:24 AM 
HSR Comments 
San Francisco to San Jose HST 


Please consider the following as public coniments to the Project Level EIR scoping 
process. 


1. Sound Walls 


Action: Please study noise impact at significantly greater distances from the track than 
would otherwise be considered. 


^60 


Context: As you know, though sound walls may protect nearby listeners from some of the 
noise, more distant listeners tend to hear MORE noise than what they would have heard had\ 
there been no sound wall. I am concerned that the usual distances studied in a typical 
EIR will include those nearby (who may experience less noise), but exclude those more 
distant (who may experience more noise). The net impact of installing sound walls may in 
fact be zero, but the EIR could show it in a positive light since an insufficient 
distance was considered. This will give the Authority the false impression that sound 
walls would ease neighborhood impact, whereas in fact they may not. 


Guidelines: Please abide by the provisions of the City of Palo Alto Noise Ordinance, PAMC 
Chapter 9.10 which read: 

"9.10.030 Residential property noise limits. 

(a) No person shall produce, suffer or allow to be produced by any machine, animal or 
device, or any combination of same, on residential property, a noise level more than six 
dB above the local ambient at any point 

outside of the property plane. 

(b) No person shall produce, suffer or allow to be produced by any machine, animal, or 
device, or any combination of same, on multi-family residential property, a noise level 
more than six dB above the local ambient three feet from any wall, floor, or ceiling 
inside any dwelling unit on the same property, when the windows and doors of the dwelling 
unit are closed, except within the dwelling unit in which the noise source or sources mail 
be located." 
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2. Sound Walls (#2) 

Action: Incorporating existing or develop new sound 
on sound walls. 


deadening material technology for use 




Context: As you know, though sound walls may protect nearby listeners from some of the 
noise, more distant listeners tend to hear MORE noise due to reflection. It seems to me 
that sound deadening materials can be used on sound walls in order to mitigate this 
effect, though I have never seen such materials in use for this purpose. HSFIA sould 
consider investigating and perhaps developing such technology, and in either case include 
the cost of doing so in its cost estimates. 


3. Maintain Safe Crossings During Construction 


Action: During the HSR construction, it is vitally important that you ensure safe right- 
of-way crossings for children who walk or bicycle to and from schools. 

Context: Both Palo Alto high schools are located to the West of the tracks, and there is 
significant pedestrian and cyclist traffic from children who live on the East side. The 
same is true for many of Palo Alto’s middle and elementary schools. The City of Palo 
Alto has made it a priority to ensure safe v-jalking and cycling routes for these children. 
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and it would be the height of arrogance and irresponsibility for HSR to disregard Palo 
Alto's rules and standards. 


4. Mid-peninsula station stop 

I am forcefully against any stop in Redwood City or Palo Alto. It makes no sense. In 
your ridership analysis, I urge you to omit trips which begin or end in Palo Alto or 
Redwood City. 

o Riders who live in or near Palo Alto or Redwood City who are heading for points sou 
of San Jose could easily travel to San Jose and board there, even using existing public 
transit if necessary. 

o Riders who live in or near Palo Alto or Redwood City who are heading for anywhere 
north of San Jose SHOULD take public transit. HSR's charter is clearly NOT to be a 
commuter train, and plenty of other options already exist for these people. 

o Riders who live anywhere OUTSIDE of Palo Alto or Redwood City could just as easily 
drive or take public transit to San Jose, Millbrae or San Francisco as they could to Pal) 
Alto. 
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5. Right of way for pedestrians and cyclists 


Action: Please ensure that the right of way for pedestrians and cyclists does not pose 
more of an obstacle, even a psychological one, than exists today. 






y. 


Context: A significant grade rise over a potentially submerged tunnel may be such a 
psychological barrier to cyclists, and such barriers will tend toward dividing the 
community. This is especially important for rights of way that children use to go to 
school, such as Arastradero/Charlston, Embarcadero, and Churchill. Please note that botH 
Palo Alto high schools are located to the West of the tracks, and there is significant 
pedestrian and cyclist traffic from children who live on the East side. The same is tru^ 
for many of Palo Alto's middle and elementary schools. 


6. Suggested Alternative Design 

Action: Rather than run trains at 125mph through suburban peninsula tovms, 
consider running them at 79mph as CalTrain does today. 


please 
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Context: This would then remove the requirement to grade-separate the crossings. We 
would still have clanging gates and horns, but we would not have diesel engine noise 
to electrification), we would have much less wheel-on-rail noise (due to lower than 
125mph speeds), we would not need to build raised monstrosities that blight our 
neighborhoods, and we would not need to incur the expense and potential ground water 
impact of tunneling or trenching. You also would not need to force riders from points 
south to change to CalTrain equipment when they reach San Jose. You may have to lay 
extra track, but that could be limited to siding sections for CalTrain trains to stop at 
stations while HSR trains continue through. I*m not sure about the impact of freight 
trains; if they're unpredictable in length and too slow to reach designated sidings in 
time for HSR trains to pass, then additional tracks may still have to be laid end to 
end. However, they could all be at grade level. 

7. Trenching or Tunneling 




Action: Please consider running the HSR through trenches or tunnels rather than overhead.! 

UaV 

Context: Will you honestly consider the trenching/tunneling alternative? As long as your! 
budget estimates are based on a proposed design which doesn't include underground \ 

construction, and assuming that undergound alternatives are significantly more expensive, 
any underground design will likely exceed the budget. What do you do when that happens? 

Do you stop considering that alternative? I urge you to see it through and ultimately 
increase your budget estimates if it turns out to make more sense from an environmental 
impact perspective. 


8. Inappropriate Comparisons vjith Foreign Rail Systems 









Action: Omit any comparisons with European or Asian high speed rail systems for the 
purpose of evaluating neighborhood impact. 


Context: I have heard HSR representatives and consultants mention that European and Asifn 
high speed rail systems have produced either positive impact or no impact on the cities 
they service and traverse, as a justification for the claim that HSR would be good for 
our cities and neighborhoods. However, the fact is that rail systems in most European 
and Asian countries do not pass through the middle of residential neighborhoods such ad 
ours. They generally run along the outskirts of towns, not through residential 
neighborhoods. Where they do pass through neighborhoods, those areas are generally 
blighted. 

It is true that many train stations are located in the town center, but it must be 
recognized that historically, these towns grew up around the train station; and they g 
up at a time in history when the tovjn center really was the center of town life. They 
were not inserted at the expense of existing housing, existing pedestrian and bicycle 
routes, or even existing land use and noise policies. It must be recognized that desp 
the general desire of most California residents to increase the use of rail for long 
distance travel, local neighborhoods are considerably more dispersed than European one 
and not particularly focussed around a town center, .since they were built around the 
notion that you could always drive from place to place- 
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Sincerely, 

Jeff Wolfeld 

Member of Charleston Meadows Association 
Palo Alto, CA 
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,I:.rom: John-Hqferpl<lt_;rls,@hotmall.com] 

:Seni: Saturday,.i^ril 04,-2009 2*01 PM ■ 

to: HSR'Cbmments>; . , ^ 

Cc: !iz:;kniss@bqsisccgqv,org;,patericlrekmejar@cityofi5alpaltq.org‘' 

john.,barton@c%qfpaJbaltp.qrg; patrick;burt@cityofpa1oalto;org;; 

siiespinosa@(5ityp^'a^oajto;qrg^yonko.k^6hiiT^6tb@dtyofpaioalto:org^ klein.larry@dorsey.cotT); 

jack.mqrton@cityo^aloalto.org;:greg.sd)mTd@cjlydl^lcaltb.drg; 
'yjaway.Yeh@cityofpalbalto.org; Sara Aitnstrbng 
-Subject: =Saii.Hrahcisc6,t6 San Jose .HST . 

Attachments: HSR-El.R.ElS.Gomments. 04-04-09,pdf 


Please review the attached PDF file 'foFiOUr corhm'ents; 


•Johrt K. Hofeir^ Dlrectot' 


Gharlestbn Meadows.Association 





















































Charleston ^ 

4118 Park Blvd. 

Palo AMo, California 9^0^ 
eitt&boar6@go.ogjegj:oup§[.c|afi 


April 4,2.009 

Mri Dan, Leavitt, Depu^: Director 
Galifornia High-Speed Rail Authority 

: 925 L Street,, Suite 1.425 ' 

Sacrarriento,, pA 95814 

be'arMLleavitt; 

The Chaflestbh Meadows Association represents roughly-SSO ,single-family j 

residences located in^ an area of Palo Alto bounded by WestMeadpw- Drive on. the 
nprthi Adobe Creek, on the south, and El Camino Real on the .west'. The Caltrain^ 
easement, and proposed HSR corridor fonns the. eastern boundary, ofpur 
neighborhood. Originally .developed in the495ps, the .neighborhood is; corriprised ,6f a 
diverse group with of long time residents and hew neighbors. We WorkTogether to 
prolect and increase the quality of !|fe in our community. 

Our asso.Gtatiori has reviewed the. program leyel EIR/ElS, and .understands that ■ 
thi.s project is transfp.rmaiipn.al in nature. Thehigh speed rail has potential tb bring 
positive change to our state as well as to our own community, but unless it is properly 
constructed it also has thecpossibllity to devastate our city. Which forrn it takes will . 
depend on the efforts/ expertise, and efficacy of citizeris.abd cities working together with 
the HSRA, As an initial step in this process, we have’ outlined several specific concerns 
Ihet we feef deserye detailed evaluation as part of the project level EIR/EIS, __ 

AIR QUALITY: 

The .EI’R/EIS concludes thatthere will be less than sigriificant.air quality impacts I 
resulting from the HSR- because of the overall reduced erriissions from present I 
conditions. However, we feel it does nofsuitabiy address,how air quality might ^ 
vary with different vertical .track aligniTie.nts'. M.or does it consider hpw-the I 
potentiatremoyel pf trees and natural vegetation mightreduce the cDrrerit | 
absorpitipn of ppiiution. 

We therefore request that the project level EIR/EIS identity arid mitigate specific 
:afr rtoilutiDn concerns once the;final gra.de design has; been finalized.. 

I : Additjpna.ily/the report should analyze the impacts of electrical Wires brinearbY 
\ hbWeS arid businesses iricibding the poteritiai effects on the heafth of residents , 

: Ypdrig WithTbe potentiaTinterference WiJh other electrical apparatuses including ^ 

J. .suGFifems:as appliances arid cornputers; , . 
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Mr: Dan Leavitt 
Ap,rii:4^. 20a9 
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The EIR/EiS does |o^ica‘teThat;temporaif/..shoi^^^^ increaSe'sIn e,nii§s1on.s 
associated with construction. apHyilies wilt occur, butthat thcappP.ca^io*^ 9f 
mitigation strategiesTyi/ill reduce these. We agree with'the.tesport’s 
recommendation that a “hot spot screening analysis” be performed on localized 
areas. When a more.detailed design stu^y is-conductedi and‘we requestThatPaio 
Xitp be included ip euch :ah analysis due to its high residfentia.i population , 
adja'centto the corridor: 

NOISE AND VIBRATION: 

The EIR/EIS: considers Palo Alto com'dor to have a “mediUnri'’',noi5e Impact and a 
“high” vibration Impact: Noise barriers have been proposed as the most efficijent 
method pfmitlgating the noise irnpact.-llis estimated a 12-f6ot barrier through 
our neighborhood will reduce the impact from “medium” to .“low”. The study states 
thafS/ibration mitigation is'less predictable ata program level of analysis 
* because pf'the site-specific nature of vibratiOh transmission through-soil'alpng 
■the alignm'eht" Although:severai mitigation measures were suggested;.detailed 
analyses will b'e^performed during the'project level ElR/ElS. —. 

VVe request.thatthe project level EIR/EJS include not only noise, and vibration 
mitigation measuresj but also consideration Of visual and aesthetic impacts' 
brought .on by such measures. Additionally, a noise impact analysis must include 
Union .Pacific freight noise and vibration along with a commensurate 
increase/decrease associated with a change in the vertical alignment. It should 
be noted that ;mbst cities on th.e Peninsula, in cooperation with the current 
Cajtrain grade' crossing safety project, wilt create quiet zones under thp new 
Federial.Railroad Administration (FRA) regulations to eliminate the sounding of 
train horns at all .crossings. The designs for the supplemental safety measures 
needed for a quiet zdhe in several Peninsula cities are currently at the 65 percerit 
leveiVa'nd expected to. be constructed ne)d. summer. Therefore^ when HST begin: i 
project level environmeptaf review, trairt horn's will have.already been eliminated 
This adjustment for existing train; horn noise should be,:removed from the 
screening .criteria on the Peninsula corridor, and should be reconsidered 
statewide as more and more cities;are:implementjng quiet zories. 


(w'yc'dS 






Quiet zones and electrification should be included in the No Project alternative, 1 ji i 

and impacts evaluated based onrcomparjson Of the; No Project alternative tp the r =: 

projeet alternatiyes; This will show thatthe noise impacts.pf HST, especially ;on 
elevated fracks, should be rated as having a high level of poteri.tiai hbiseirnpactS',, 
riot a medium:level, arid. tHpse'impacts will be significantunless. aypided of 


* 
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Mn ban Lfeavltt 
April s, 2009 
Pages. 

U^ND USE ANDjPtANIsIjNG^^^ 

The Elf^EIS indicatesThafthe presence of singleTarnily homes alongTheiail 
'cofiiiofcreetes^a proposed, HSR.aligpmenfe ^ 

Addftonaite they idehtifya potential irnpacf on epmmunities whefe^an aiigniaent 

alternative wdiilddreate anew physical barfie'f.isblatingvone part of-an 

established pprnrnunj^ fromanbther ahd potentially resulting, in a physical 
disruption to Comfnunity cohesion. Later in ttie secfion, the^rep’orf states that 
“Land -uses along the ajignnientalternative in Palo Alip are primarily single^familf 
resi'd'ential onihe east.and commercial/services oji the vyest where the station fe: 
located-. Palo Alto High School, is; adjacent to the rail line Just south of tbo f alo 
Alto Station, beyond which is Stanford University, The report has riot taken Into 
acGoynt the. southem .portion of the city where single-family residences occupy 
the west side of the alignment; For this reason, the document considers the 
■aiignttiarit-be,tween Duimbarton and San Jose highly compatible. Furthermore, it 
indicates that the projeCt; will not have; a "community Cohesion irnpacf , 

CEQA requires that any land use evaluation consider the potential impact of a' 
physical divide or any new physical or'psychologlcai barriers that would divide, 
disrupt,, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or community focal points in the 
colTidori Since proposed grade separations may require some crossings to be 
altered or closed altogether, we request that the project level EIR/EIS provide a 
more detailed analysis of the potential divisibn of the community:. Additionally, we 
re'quest that the^Olty of Palo Alto play an active role in the land use analysis to 
avoid:po,tential conflicts with its own Comprehensive Plan. 

Don Secundino “Robles" Park is a 4.7 acre neighborhood park with a large open 
space grass area. It Is located ofi Park Boulevard , roughly 200 feet from the rail 
corridor. Robles Park includes picnic facilities with barbecues, a baseball , 
diamond, basketball court', playground with, sand. clirnbing structure with slide,. 
and toddler swings thafare wheel chair accessible. We request that the project 
leVeCElR/E)S specifically eyaluate.the impact of this project on Robles Park use, 
inGluding noise andpbllution impacts during cpnstructibn arid after project., 
implemeritation. '— 



AESTHETICS AND VISUAL RESOURCES: - 

Mo^:of Palo Alto is classified as “Urban Suburban” landscape typbibgy, 
cbribisting of low-density development areas of modern sirigl.e-family homps^ . 

yardsset buck, trees,, arid ornamental landscaping. The El.R/EiS’iridicatesTbat; 
theipuijib'arton to San Jose, corridor exhibits low visual impactregardfess of an 

increased grade eleyation. 

we feqttestthaVthe project level ElR/ElS fully study the potentjal ihripacts.of a ^ 
prbp:ose.d sound wall located along the alignment. It may be that mitigationTor = 





























Mr.. Dan Leavitt 
April 4. 2009 
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one rmp'act:{np1se .and vibration) rriay capse a higher probability for aesthetic and 
visual negatlyerimpacfs. 

Palo Aifo is distmguishecl ’by the State-of Califorriia arid National Arbor fiay j 

Foundatiori as aTrde CityrUSA. Tbe G% has developed a set of comprehensive. / 

Tree Protection standards to maintain ^our Urban Forest IndeedThe cit/is named / 
for tttei Oeayea.r'old. El Pal6;fAlt6;{the -tali.tree), a coast redwood still- standing in / 
brie ofthe; accessibieparks,Of the city. The City of Palo. Ajtp is endowed with a / tLn&^ohc^ 

large population of trees composed Of magnificeht native arid nOri-riative trees on I ^ 
public and’‘private properties, and trees arid. One of the oities- greatest natural i 
resources'. Trees are a source :of shades, ajr conditioning and other environmental 
.beneflts prQviding qualjty of life and ecoriomic beriefits, to the community, 
residents, and businesses.. 

The Gjty .of Palo Alto has developed a set of comprehensive, tree protection 
standards to maintain our .Urban Forest., We request that the projectlevel 
:ElR/p!Siabide Wfthrthe Tree TechnicatManual. Section 3.25 Tree Value 
Replacement Standard, and Section 6;45 Appraisal Methods^ when considering j 
removal and replacement of existing trees along the alignmeht. f 



TRAFFIC CIRCULATION: 

The program level EIR/EIS. evaluates traffic conditions on Highway 101 and in 
and around the potential Palo Alto'station, butfails to consider specific conditions 
relative to palp Alto specifically. 

We requesi that the projectlevel EIR/EIS add information and maps on the, city's 
Safe School .Corridors and oUr pedestrian/bike routes, and Identify the School 
boundaries that require, children crossing the HSR aiignment TheTepoii should 
also analyze how the different vertical'aligriments mightincreasetraffic speeds 
aiortg safe school corridor feeder streets. ,Because of th.e proximity of PaloAlto. 

High: School torthe ,HSR alignment, the feport sho.uld ideritily the potential bus 
access route once-the Churchill Streelrealignment js completed.. When 
considering the viability of a potential Palp AHo station, the report should consider 
the^traffic Impact with the planned Stanford expansion, of hospital and shpppirig, \ 
as Well as any other kriowri future projects. 

FRlVAJEPRpPERTY IMPACTS: 

= the program level EIWEIS: generally assufnes thatthe HSR aligrtmentwill 
coiriCide with' the Galtrain corridor througb Palo Alto. There areorijy. genera! 
Statements, regarding the possibility of acquiring land by eminent domain. 


^3 



We request that the .- .: . 

"recomrnended by Mr. John; S'pilier to the Silicon Valley Association^ of Realtors.: 

. 
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Tp Wlt!93t0 theMpact of propeniesyafues caused'by the Los 

Angeles Htgl^ Spee^d Rail H^R, the HSR governing aufhogty will in}med(aielyy 
and no 'liter than June. 2009, appraise all properties andparfs Aereof- 
betweep San Franpisco and San Jose, that are withb 00 yards .of^ke pitlitenf:: 
CalrXr^n raiFeasemenp The appraisal wifi be performed.by a professional 
^ppr'sisenand Wjtl establisda rhihfrhum property value that an other Will tdceive 
jT theWhole property is acgaited byeminentdbrhain or sold on the qpen.warftef. 

vv///;^afeb beJhe basis-fqrdnyproperty that iS partially acquired through: 
emlnent domain on:a.pro-rata basis. If a propeity within (h.e500y,ard bo.undaiyf 
transfers ownership at a value lower than the apptaisedyafue,. the.H'SR 
goyern.fng body will pay the difference between (he sales price endihe rninimurri 
^^aide established by the appraisal .and ensure these funds are paid Jpto escn>w 
before the close'of escrow date estabHshed In the sales contract between .buyer 
ahd seller, This provision of this clause willejKisf for ap indefinite period/ 


SAFETV: 



request that the project level EIR/Efe'evaluate the safety considerations and 
potential imp^acts to nearby homes/schdols/parks/businesses associated with the 
different Verticaf alignments. Specific attention sh'oUld be paid tp. potential train 
d.eraiirnent and terrorism corisfderafions,^ Additionally, impacts from'seismic 
shaking in the event'Of a major earthquake, particuJarly if the HSR selects ah 
elevated alignment, should be addressed. 

The .scope of the preliminary engineering and EiR/EIS should include the 
evaluation of what safety factors will be put in place to accommodate heavy 
freight cars passing beside light weight trains going as fast as. 125:mph;;and how 
rosidences.and busihesses will be protected from possible derailment of cars or 
from loose parts flying fhro.ugh the aif at 120 .miles p_er hour^The cost .of aerial or 
elevated structures in densely populated urban and suburban areas*n'eed to 
include crasb-walls to protect the .general, p.ublic in the event of:a derailment. 

0imilar .features are. needed to assure that Ipose parts of trains are contained 
Within the tenced right-of-wdy, inasmuch as a small projecti'le.at 120 mphiari be 







Residents: in their b.apkyards and City workers at the City officer need this aspect 
to be studied and provisions for safety tabe included in the project design. The 

epst'.of these safety provisions must alsp .be detai.N ^ 



: The Charleston Meadows Assoctation recognizes the importance of a high .speed 

rail system in the0tate of Gajifornia as. well as the Greater San- Francisco Bey AfeS;.' 
andiCGntirtueSutG. sUpport'the implementation of the system. However^ wefeel thatthS 
pfogrerhj jevpl: ElR/ELS does hot adequately address all of the potential envirohmental = 
impe|1S th|it-affeGt Ral.d Aitp in generaf and Our neighborhood, specificaljyt We would 


CmcloSic^ 
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Mr. Dan Leavitt 
AprilA 2009 


truest that the HSRi^.blifirne^rocedures y aikiwQur a&socfiatiQn andthCOlt)^^ 
Alto to vyork cIosel^Etb^^ Uto ^ign process so qur be 

alleviated prtortaltl^.fssuahce'of the draft project tovei EIF^iS. 


Sincerely; 


CHARLESTON UEADOm ASSOCIATION 




President 


ih Oirhsted 


keriWi^ner 


Keith Reckdahi 


The Honorable Barak Obema 
PTMdent 


The HonoraUe Barbara Boxer 
U.S. Sehalor 


The Honorable.Diane FeinstBln 
as. Seriator 


The Honorabie Anna Eshoo 
.U^SvCc^reesn^ben i4f'pMrict 


The Honorable Joseph Simiban 
Galffornia Senator, Il’^Oistnct 

The Honorable: Ira Rusidn 
.CatlforhlaAssembtymiM^r,:21* District 

The Honorable Lb Knbs 

'l^rTtaCi^ County Supervisor, 5 - District 


The Honbrabie Peterprekmeier 
Mayor; Cl^jdf-p^ Alto; 
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PaJo Alto, Cal 


Mr.. Dan Leavitt, Dep^u^ Director 
California High-Speed Rail Authority 
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sadranidhto.jCA 95814 


Dear MjT; Leavitt 


The Charlesfon Meadows Assodation repre^nts. roughly 350 singleTfamlly 
re^^dences located in an area of Palp Alto bpund^ t>y West Meadow Drive on the 
north, Adobe Creek, on tfie south, and Et Camipo Real on the west; The Galftain 
easement, and proposed HSR corridor forms^e eastern boundary of our 
neighborhood. Originally developed in the i^Os, the neightXHhopd Is comprised of a 
diverse group with of loog time residents ^d new neighbors. We work together to 
protect and increase the quaiity (rf life in/5ur community; 


Our assodation has r6vi6we(^e program level EIR/EIS, and:understands that^ 
this:project is transfpirnational in n^re. The high speed rail.has potential to bring 
positive change to pur state as as to our own community, but unless it is properly 
constructed it also has the pos^ility to devastate our cify; Which form it takes will 
depend bn the efforts, exper™, and efficacy of citizens and cities working together with 
HSRA. As an initiai stei^'this process, we have outlined several spedfic concerns; 
that we feel deserve detailiim evaiuatiph as part of the project level ElR/EiS: 


AIRQUAUTY: 


The EIR/EIS/cohcludes that there wilt be less thati signrficarit air quality impacts: 
resulting frem the HSR because of the overall reduc^ emissions frprn present- 
cohditiori^ However, we feelitdoes not suitably address how air quati^ hilght 
varywj)^ dJfferentyertical-ti^^ ajignrnents; Nor does it cpnsiderhpw the 
pbtermal removal of trees and natural vegetation might reduce the cuirenl 
ab»rpt|Qn qf pollution. 


We therefb.ro request that the project level EIR/EIS lden% andiOltigate specific 
air poliutibn concerns once the final grade design ha's been finalized. 
AddftipnaWi. the report should analyze the impacts of slectiicei w&^S on nearby 
hpmbs and businesses induding the. potential effects bn the health of residents 
along with te potential ly^ witii other eledricaiaj^ie^ses M 

sUchiiterhsaseppliancesandcbitiput^. ' 




























Mr. Dan Leavitt 
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The EIRMSLdQes indicate tetemporaryv short-teirn ihGreasesJrtemissi^ 
assoa^eid 'With ^nstmcUon acdv^^ OGCUPrbu^thatfce.appliGation^ 
mitigatibn sji^gies Will reduce these. We;agree'with the reppris / 
recoiniTJendation thata analysis" be performe^n localized, 

areas^hen a more detailed design study is conducted,; and. we r^uest that Palo 
:Alto beipSuded ih such Sn analysis, due 16 its high residentiai^pulation 
adjacent^ the corridor. / 


NOISE AND VIlBRATIdN 


The Elj^lS considers Palo Alto comdorto have a^edium*' noise impad and a 
“high* vibration impact. Noise barriers have been^6posed:as the rnost efficient: 
mepod of mitigahhg the noise impact It is estiF)»afed a l2ifool barrier through 
pur neighborhood will reduce the impact ^rn/rnedium" to “low". The study ddtes 
that “^bration mitigatibn is less predptable^.a program leye) of analysis 
because of the site-specific nature of vibi^On transmission through soil.alohg 
the .alignment" Although several mitigation measures wene suggested, detailed 


be noted that most cities ph the Peninsula, in (Cooperation with the current, 
Caltrain grade crossingjaafety projecti will create quiet zones under the hew 
Federal Railroad Admiriistration (FRA) regulations to eliminate the sounding of 
trairi hprns at all; ao^ngs. The designs for the aupplemerital safety measures 
helped fbr a quietprone in several Peninsula cities are currently at the 65 percent 
leyel and expect^o be con^cte^ next summer. Therefore, when HST begins 
project level en^nmentai review, train homs will have already;been eliminated; 
this adjustmem^r exiting train horn noise should be removed from the 
■screening (a™iia on thWPeninsula corridor, and should be reconsidered 
statewide as inpre: and more cities are implementing, quiet zones. 


Quiet zcmesarid electrification should be inciUded in the NO Project alternative^ 
and imj^cfe evaluated based on comparison of the; No Project altematiye to the 
prpjeptalterh'atiyes. This will show thatthe noise impacts Of HST, especially on 
reiowed fracks, shouid tfe rated as having a ;high level of potential noise, impact, 
ribjra medium; level, and those impacts wilt be sighificant unless avoided or 




analysed will .be performed during th^poject level EIR/EIS.. 

- 





We request that thfe project (eve! EI^IS include not only noise arid vibration 

mtfiinsitinn mAa«iim<' hilt aknvnrtAirinrattnn of vii^iial and aostiiefic imoactfi 






brought on:by such measures. Additionally, a noise impact analysis must include 

Union Pacific freioht noise ana vibration alona with a commensurate 




increase/decrease assoda^d with a change in the vertical alignment. It should 





















The E1R/Ei$:indicates th^ the-presence of single-family- homes along'the rail 
cGiTidor ereiErtes.a compatibility with the pipposed I^SR elign^nt; 
Additionallyv they identij^ a potential impact on communities#!^ an “alignment 
altemativS would create a new physical bander, isolating one pdrt of an 
established cpmmuni^ from another and potentially msultihgnhra bhyci^l 
disniptioh fe community cohesion. Later in the sectiGh, the^port Steties that 
“tand ases along :the alignment altemafiye in Palo Alto^ primarifyrsinglerta'm 
residential on the east and commercial/services on th^est where the station is 
located. Palo Altp High School is adjacent to the.raijTirie just south of P© PdP 
Alto Statioh/beyondwhidi is Stanford Univensity^^e report has not tafeen into 
account pe spupeni portion of pe where.^gle^family residenCBS Occupy 
the west side of Pe-alignment For pis reasopv the document considers Pe 
alignmentbetween Durtibartpn and San Jw highly compatible. Furthermore^ it 
indicates Pat the pripje^ will not have a “pommuriity cohesion impact. 


CEQA requires that any land use ev^ation consider the potential impact of a 
physical divide or any new^ physicaj/or psychological barriers pat would, divide^ 
disrupt' or isolate neighboPoodsyfndividuals, or community .focal potntsjn Pe 
corn'dor Since: proposed grade^parations may require some crossings to be 
altered or closed altogether, ^ request that Pe project ievel ElfVEjS provide a 
more,detailed analysis of ppr potential dlvisipn ofpe c^mmipjty. Additionally, we 

Alto play an active role rn the land use analysis to 


request-Pat Pe City of Pi 
avoid potential conflicts wip its o#i Comprehensive Plait. 


Don Secundino “Rotws" Park is a 4.7 acre neighborhood park wiP a large open 
space grass area. iMs located on Park Boulevard, roughly ^QO feetPom pe rail 
oDPTidon. Robles rail? includes picnic barbecues, a baseball, 

dtamohd. bask^aii court, playground with sand, dtmbihg structure wiP-slide., 
and toddler swings Pat are wheel chair accessible, VVe request pat pe project 
level EIRi^lB^pecfflcallyevaluatePe Impact of Pis project;on Robles Fade use, 
including nolse and poilution impacts during construction and after project 


ImpiementfflOn. 


AESTHETICS AND VISUAL RESOURCES 


Most OTPaio Aito is classifled as “Urban Suburban” iafidscape typology, 
conswig of Idw-Kiensity development areas pf modem singlerfamtly homes; 
yarw set back, trees, and ohnamentai landscaping. The EiR/ElSfndicatesrthajt; 
pwpumbarton to Sap Jose corridor exhibits low visuai impact regacdle^ of ad 
ihf^a^d grade elevation. 


te requeStPat the project level EIR^IS fully study Pe potential impacto^bf a: 
epos^ sourid walMocated. along pe alignment It may be patmitigetidn^fpT 

















Mr. Dan Leavitt 

April 4. 2009 ■ 

Pano 















(vS/vP' 

LAND USE AND PLANNINO: 
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Mr Dan Leavitt 
April 4, 2009 
Page4 


one impapttnpise: and vjbnafIon) may cause a higher probability fopaesthetlfend 
visual negative impactsi y'. . 


Palo Attojis distinguished by the. State of Califbmia.and NationArtibYDay; 
FQundation.as a free CilyrUSA. The Ciiy has deyeloped a^-Of cpmpreheiisive 
Tree Protection standards to mairitaihour Urban Fbrest.^deed the-cii^ is harried 
for the lOOS yearold Ei Paio.AIto (the tall tree), a cpasj^dwppd still etandih^^^^ 
brie of thiracceseible paries of the cSty. The CiQ' of Aftb is eridowed With a 

(aige population of trees composed of magriifiGentilatiye arid non-native ]trees on 
pribiic arid private properties, and trees and on^the cities greatest natural 
resources, treesare a source of shadei air rariditipning and Qtixer;envir!p*imenial 
benefits providirigquali^^ Of life and ecbriorriic benefits to the community, 
residents, and: businesses. / 


The Cily of Palo Alto has deyelopedWet of comprehensive Tree Protection 
standards to, maintain our Urban F^st We request that the project levet 
EIR/EjS abide with the Tree Technicai Manual, Section 3.25 Tree Value 
Replacement Standard, and Se^bn 6.45 Appraisal Methods, when cohsideririg 
removal and repiacement of ^ti^ng tiees along the alignment. 


IBAFFtC iCIRGUUVTION 


The program level EIF^S evaluates traffic conditions pri Highway 1d;i and :b 
arid aiound the poteritiat Palo Alto station^ but fails to consider spedfio conditions 
relatiyetb Palo Alto^ecifically. 


We request that me project level .Ei.R/ElS add Information and maps on the cit/s 
Safe School C^dors and bur pedestrian/bike Foutes; and ideritifii the School 
boundaries th^ require children crossing the HSR alignment. The report should 
also anajyzeTiow the.different vertical alignment might increase traffic speech 
alorig safe ^pdf’cqm'dpr feeder streets. Because of the proximity of Palo Alto 
Hibh School to the HSR aiigrimerit; the report,should identity the potential bus 
access rpute once the ChurchilLStireet realignmerit is completed. When 
considging the Viability of a potential Palo Alto station, the report shouPd Consider 
the tr^c impact with the planried Stanford expansion of hospital and shopping, 


Tne^program level EIR/EIS generally assumesthatthe nSRalignmentwill- 
^Incide with the Galtrain corridor through Palp Alto, there are only general, 
statemenk regarding the possibility of acquiring land by eminent domain; 


Wdsrequest that trie HSRA adopt the fallowing appraisal ^tegy Prigirialty 
^recqmmended by Mr. John Spiller to the Silicon Valley, Association of Realtors 
fSiVLAR). 





as Wffll: Us any other known future projects. 








PiWAT^ROPERTY IMPACTS: 

















































Mr. Dan Leavitt 
April 4,2009 
Page 5 


n’o mitigate thp lmpacpof pmpertie&valL^s caused byIhe Sah F^^ 
AngelesMigb Speed Rail/HSR, ^fte'HSR gPVem/og a/jf/jp/^ wijl-irnm^(afefy„ 
and nolateftfiah JiJhe 2009, appiaise all proi^rtiesaind pads 

i!>efwee/jj$art;FlanGis:co and San Jose thai'are within WO.^nds^of^p:curmn 
Cal-Train ralillaasement. The appiaisal will (be ^fformed by a pr^sSibhal 
appraisenand MI eptablish a minimum pmperfy yajue tha^^^^ 
if the whole property is acquired by eminent domain Or sold mthe open market 
This vatueiyjli aiso he the fias/s forany ^rope/i^ ihaiisparnally acquitedfhm^ugh 
eminenttdqmafn on a p/b-Zata basis. If a propeiiy Mhini^^ 500ya/t/ fiowPda/y 
fransfers owneFship ata value lower than the apprais^valheythe HSR 
governing body wHt pay tde difference between the ^les price and the. minimum 
value estahlished by theappraisal and ensure thefe furids.are paid inio escroyr 
,Jbefo/e tfie ctose of esefoMz tfate ei^NisAed /P Z^sa/es contract between buyer 
and seller. This provi^on of this clause will exi& for an Jndafjnite period." 


We request that .the project level EIR/^ evaigate the .safety ransideratibns and 
potential irhpacts to nearby homes/^ool^parks/businesses as^iated with the 
different vertical alignments. Sped^c attention should be paid to potential train 
derailrhehf arid terrorism bonsiderations. Additionally, impacts from seismic 
shaking in the event of a major rarthquake, particularly if the HSR selects an 
elevated alighmentv should beyaddfessed. 


The scope of the prelimin^ engineering and EIR/EIS should Include the 
^valuation of what safety^ctors will be:putin place to accommodate heavy 
freight cars passing be^e light weight trains goirig as,fast as 125 mph, arid how 
residences and businKses will be protected from possible derailment of (^rs or 
from loose parts flying through the aif at 120 miles pen hour.. The cost of aerialbr 
elevated struGture^n densely populated urban and: suburban areas need to 
include crash-walls to protect the geheral publlcin the event of a derailriient. 


Similar features are needed to-assure that loose parts of trains are contained 
within the fen^d right-of-way, inasmuch as a small;projectile at 120 mph can be 


Resid.entsqn their bactyards and City workers atthe Ci^ offices need this aspect 
to be^ti^ied and provisions for safety to be included in Ithe project design. t hO 
cost bf^ese i^fefy provisions must also be defeiled. 


The^hartestpri Meadows.A^odation recbgnizes the importance bf a high speed 
r^ail systerrriri feiState Of California as well as the Greater San Freacisco Bay Areas 
and continues tp support the implementation of the systern. However yyi^ feel that fhe 
progran/ieVel EiR^fS does not adequately address all Of the potential enirirpnrnental 
impacts that fflfect Palo Mo.in: general and our neighborhood spe(^c;aljy,5We^W 



























Mr. Dan L^Ht 
April 4,20^ 
Page 6 


Praiid^ 


EienHktog 


Ofmsted 


Keith Rackdahl 


vyagher 


Cc 'ntaHongrBbieBv^Obemt 
PriMdant 


The HonoraWe Barbara Bottar 
\}S.SiKmr 


Tba Honbrable Otane Fi 
U.& Sahalor« 


TTw Honorabia Anria 

no n n nrmmmni Taiii e* 

.U«S..UOnQrMiniifT1My 14 UVUIX 

ThalftonoriMa Joim Sfmttian 
CaMbrnia Banaicpryll*' Dbilrict 


ThaHdriorabla ha RuaMn 


PetarOFBkmeler 


Mayt^Ci^OfPafoAK) 



Caifomia AsHmaynwR 

The Hofibr^M Uz Itiiiaa 

bar. 21" DMrtet 


4f 




sania utm woumy swparviaor, e iMtriet 




















































Kris Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 


Laity Mdj:ie'{lar^.trione@gmaii.e6nll 
Friday,-ApriDp3,2009 il:23 PM 
HSR'Commente ' 

■Ian pShSlto SarujoseH^'T Attn: Mr. Dan’Ueaym. Deputy DirectortCHSRA. 
GHSRA^Petittotl Signatures,pdf . . ' 


Dear Mr. Leavitt: . .r t 

Attached you wnrflnd:a= petition with 481 signatures stating the following^ . , ^ - uu -i, ■ ^ 

1. We are OnequIVbpMiVf opposed to the elevation.of the tracks,in residential heighhorhooda. We 
beHtevethafthe blfufeatthg effectiOf a high wall-arid overhead trajns-cutting through our city^as 
well as the negative and audio impacts^ are detrimental to ;6ur quality of life. 

2. We urge ¥he HSRAuthorlty to 'more actively engage and listen to the concerns of-the 
cOfftmuoities ahd residents; To this end, We believe it Is imperative that the citizens of Santa Clara 
.San:Mateo ahd'’sah Francisco cpunties.ratify by popular vote any proposal forthe.San Francisco-to 

■Samdosesegrherit prior to Its acceptance, including the option to vote no build” _ 

3. ^We reguesttbat the-extrerhely short.AprU.6“’ deadline fae .exterided/foraMea^^an addibonaW 

d^vs to ensure; that sufficient time Is^provided to inform, the citizenjyof the effects of the. High 
Speed Rail system an^ that processes are put in place to ensure that residents, businesses and 
schools rriost irrirriediately affected by the. HRS are able to, provide detailed, comments to the 
aUthprity. „ ’ 


6PP DRfcS. 
OTOoKi ; 


^-Inicerery 

Liirry Mone 

For and oh behalf Of 
Sara Armstrong 

PresidentxCharleston-Meadows Association. 

4118 Park-’6ivd 
Palo Alfo,, GA‘ 9430.6; 


G^perDefender has scanned this email for potential threats. 
Version 2;0 / Build, 4;03;29.b1 

GebffeePG security at httbV/Www.cvberdefender.com 




V. 




\VV 






























Kris LiyingstQn 

From: 

Sent: 

fabject:: 

A^chments: 


hlSRComments 

Tuesday; April 2f, 2D09 3M PM 

Kris Uyirigston 

FW: SanFranciscofe 

SFrS J GHS^ Petition Manual Signatures 0^^20P9;pdf; GH.SF^ Petii'pn Oriiine 

Signatures 66'06“2009.pcff 


Front: Sara Atrostrong [mailtb:saraarinruth@gmall.com] 
Sent: Monday^ April 06, 20d9.-2:3i-PM 
To: HSR Comments; -Spaethlihg; pomlhjc;. Larrjf Mbite 
;SubjejCt: San Francisco to.San Jose HSt 


. He^e.find two separate PDP idb.c'umeiitS: attached .on a set of signatures on a petition that, our 
heighhorhood circulated dUrk^ tiie scoping period, both.6nlme..an(linaaually. 



.481 manual signatures 
‘273 oniine-si^tures 

Pleas.e jiote that th'efe ttiaybe afew 
opline petitions. ‘Tfa.ank you fpr your attention.. 


.Regards, 



Sua Armstrong 

President; Charleston Meadows Association 

^h^- d50>ai3-iS'5:8 

in-40:8-r3^4-40.05. 
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Not So Fast - High speed RailiroASaniFrancisco.to San Jose I 2009 


Petition 


We, the undersigned, state^he following: - j . \ . . ^ • 

1. We’afeuneqXiivo^aliyoppdsed-td theelevatj nof .^elratks m^re^dendali^pei^bdf^^ ,We; 

believe that the bifurcating effe^ of a hig^.' 'aiiahd;wefhead:.tfains cuttfng^|^fi‘o^ 
as.WeU as the negadyeyisual”and audio inji^ are'iaetnrrfehtai to/pur»qualip^ 
i1. We urge, the HSRAuttoB’ty-tpniqre-actiV^ hgagejan.d'Hsteii to the conc^ of-the. affected 
. communides and n^idenbi. To thjsend, we. jelieve it ts'lfhj^radyejfhat^e.dtizem of Santa 
' ‘ Gla.fa,t San^Mat^=and San Francisco counties: aS^^vby popQlarvdtis-any'prop^ 

FranSsccrtoSahiJo§e fe'gmfent.^ ipt^ffceiJinGludin^-the option to ycfte “no birild". 

Vfe-requestthattheei^ de^dlfhe/feejcten’d^forat leastian;additiohal 


Highspeed Raif syste^ 'and t^at processesla™ pface. to .ensure:0^at^i^*dents, 


■commentstp the;Au'thprity. 


Signatures 


Address 


Email (optional) 


Name" 


Dlstdbuted.byCharieston MeadoWsAssoclatlon. Find us'ojiine.ratwvww;charle^rinieadlpw 3 ,oi* 
Coh^ct; cmab&ard@goo'g!egro'uDs.comi Please retlim-conileted petltibns.to: AllS.Park Blvd,.Palp-Alto, 













Not so Fast; talifornia High Speed Kail: 


Petition . . 

We,, the undersigned; >state the following 


fl: 

■a I 

/V»ri4- 

r 


WeKre^dheguivpcaUy-opposedsto th’e'elevation: f the::tracksdn;;r€sidential neighborhood^;?^)^ 
beUi^e'^diatthe^bifurcating effect:of 'a high wal and overhead trains cutting through ours^ 
aswelt'^ the n'egative^yisualand'acKlidimpacts 'are detriippnbl fo^rqualityoflife.- r ‘ 
Wejurge the HSR-Authdtity-toMo.re.d'Gtively eng ^e arid.lirteh to thexoncerns of tbe^affeptec 
communitiK^and resideiKsi Tp this end, we-bel ^e it isiimp.eratiye: that the dtizenS'Of Sant 
Clara, Sap Mateq'.arid S^K Fbhdscp counties fat ;y by populanVofe any proposal for the San_^. 
Frandscoto5an Jose-^^mehtprior to it^accep ancei inciijdihg-th& option to vote "nojjuiKi’ 
sWetrequestitoab the extremeiy?short-MarCh'6 de dline be;exfOTded'f6r atlea^ian-additidnat 
days^to ehsurfethat sufffqKhtftimels: ptoVfdfed t inform- the,titizen^tot\thereffeets of tfip .Ifl 
Speed-Rail sysfem and th^t processes' are pctt;tn >lic||b ensgr^-bat residents•.bWnes.ses aS 
schools^ mostimmediatfiiy affected: by the.'HSR ^ e able to^pfdyi^efdeta1Ved\cp:m to. the 

Authority.- ,■ % 


Signatures 




Karoe 




California High SpeedKail Retjtlon preparedby Gharlestt* fST^dows-Assoclatlon 




















;San Francispo to. San' Jose 


NotS'Q Fast- High SgeedRffll^b; 


. - •.•i' rr*. • ‘ ^ N . * ^ ^ *rt ^ h *• . 

.roppose'dlto-theelevatl n of tHetradss-in f 1 

rcating effect df a high - ^Uana^lo^e.*ea^fitra!n&^utaMih^^^^ . 

ve visual and audio imp; ::ts, are detriinental^tp our.guafi^of life. J 

hority to more active® ; rigage^d Men to the concerns of the aff^pM "1 
:fdfe:iitS;/:Tpt%s end,;.w ?:efeve4t:is i.mper^«ye@?|.^p^^ 1^7 -rj^^ 

rs’an#fahc]scd'CdUntie'S 'afi®r; by'pppulap , 

3. seg#S#pa'bM'ifa a( ;eptanee;:ipdgdlngmQ^^^^ bujU’^ 

e^reniyy short Mafch i deadi[ine;f4;e)rtendeci#®tae'aa.an|^^^^^ T . , 

at'suffldient time isproi ded tbilriforfh the.atize'hrs(:df.fie-e^^ ' U7 

“m and thatiprocesses a 2 pUtih;placB to ensure'.tha&^^^^ . Hf/hx* 

)ls most ittimediately af( cted byithe HSRaretabl&tpproyiaffdeailed J 


Si^atutes: 


Ern'a1l"(optioriai)' 


Address 


Name 


onllneatvinvw.charlestonmeadow5.org 
jmpleted petitions to: 4118 Park Blvd, Palo Alto. 


Distributed'hy Charleston Meadows Msociatfon. 
Co.ntact: r.maboardtS)google~groupsxomv Please 















Not So froa^SaiifEraiiGisco to San Jose 


Petition 


W6# the undei5igh'ed, state the^follbwing; 


n of the< tracks jn' residential neighborhoods. 


as welXas^the: negative visual audio :ts^ arevdetnrrient'at„to oOpqCiality of life; 
Woqrge jheiHSR Aut^ion%.to<mqr^^ pgage wdlfsten'tp:the concerns of the affected' 

communities and residents. 'To't'his end, We >eiieye,it1s;imperative thatthe dtlzenSQ^Santa" 
Clara,.^5^:M;ateo and San Frandseo counties atify by -popular ygte-any proposal for the Sari 
'Frandsco to.-San J,ose^segfnenl;pripr toots: ac eptance,.ihcltidihg the.dption to vote “no build?^; 
We request,thatthe ext,tem'eiy.;sho^/to,r^ i.e.adiine t>e'e}cte'n<|^ fcf at least an ad^onal.f 

'90'days to ensure; that^^‘cieri^ ti.me1s pfov ied to informrfhfedtizeniy ofthe effe^vofthe • 
High Spe^-l^il system and thaf prOcesses put in place-tb'erisiiie that resident,- . ^ 


comments to the Authority. 


Signatures 


Address; 


Name 


:fr:!r{'ECTail (optional; 








Jlneat www.chari^onmeadowsiCM’g 
ijeted peititionS to; 4118 RarlcBIvd, Palo Alto. 


cfation; Rnd uspi 
pieaseiretum cdh 


Contact: c 


’ u-r 



















14 

















P®^ 3 tiph•.^^^rton 2 -upd*t«^to^•^►rt . .tbs uhdlrsigned/stcite th&^oUowing; 


^2 

Pf.the^tracks’in.residential neighborhoods. We |t^/ 


are:d.etrirnentaltd burguallty'.dt life. 


cpmnnunitief and resident. Tp. this-endi 'We; 
Clara.^San Mateo and San Frandscd coiihties 


itahee, iriGludingthe. optfen^P' 


.60 days to ensure that suffident tirhe js proyictd j;dihfdniDftbe citizeniy of‘the\effects of the' 
High Speed.Raifsystpm and th^t pr^i'esses arepgfid place tP'ehsul'e that resideintsi; 


comments 'tQ;the..Auth6ri.ty. 


Address 














f' 


iii. 




‘ 
























NotSd ;Fast - Hig{iiSpeed^K0 fro: 


San Francisco to San Jose 


Petition 


We, tbe>u'ndersTgried/ state' the,;foUoWing: 


We’ are anequiyocally-ppposed Jb.the.eleyatic vof'tiW trick^in residentfal 
'beliwe^that'the: bifurcating: pffe'ct.'of a- higKy all a^/ovefhead ^ih^;ciittlng Ijirc^gh c 
as.weU as^!jle h^a|iye/^^sual{an,d. audio im tSj are ;detn*mentai, to.our-.qua 


/VfiV 


We urgfe the tiSR.AQthqri,^ tOirndfe^aG jgageartd .listen toddre concerhs of the-affected 

commuriitie"s..and;residents. to1this'end,/w^ etieve itfis imiperative tHat the.dtizensiof Santa - #*7 
Clara, San ®eo,aha Sah Frahcisco counties-r by popular ybte a'ny'proposalior'the San 
Frandsco to Sari Jdse 'segment prip'r to its acc iptarice, intitiiSrtg the option to: yo.te^“n'Q.-byild'*i' 

We request that'the eytreme.ly short March e: Ieadline.be;^tended'fbr at least- anladditiorial ^ 
'^Oldaysito ensure that sufficient time is provi :^:^ta inform tfie; citizenty.of‘t{w effeefs-qf the- a *7 
Highfkpe.ed .Rail system and'that processes ar^ put in place to ensure that resideni^v 
businesses apd .schools mostininiediateiy affe tedrby the HSR are abte;to provide-detalied. 


Signatures 


Email (optional) 


(ne at wMiw.charIestonmeadows^org 
liete'd pettflorisrto: '43:18.Park Blvd, Palo Alfo. 


' distributed by Charleston Me.adqws tesbyatjorv. Find us .01 
Contact: cmaboan 


foQglegroub'Sieom. pre'aseteturri com 


































' • We, the undersigned, state^fhe fotlowing: 

opposecf?tp;th^:eleN3tion o^^tfie tracks imresidentmt neighborhoods. We 
l^^lT^^^halthKlyfurcating effect of a high wall ancj-oyerhead trains putting through-bur-dty;; 
wdU^^the-n^ativeivistJal and:aOdio?frnphcts>are_4e|:;nm^ buaUtS' bfdife.. “ 

AMtbbnitirib nibreadii/eii’"engageiand^ the concerns- of the affected ' 

‘ C9^fhUhitJe$y.abd resident >To:fhfs end> \ye b'elteyeitiS iin^p^^ that the' citizens of S.ah^ 

, ., 5lara,,^tj:>A^ed and San Francisco-GOMatibs ratify' by [popular vote -any proposal for the San 1 
FranasGo to-San J6 m segment prior to its accepfance, including the .option to vote “no J 


4;a 


iiit We requ-«t'thaf:the ^rern^lyshpft. April 6. deadline be extended for .at l&atf ahiSddi^bni 
60 days?±Q^ensUre.thab?.uffiig;e^^ is proWderfto inform the^ci^zehtyof-l^e effebtelof' 
,-. .Hi^b.-Speed Rgsystpinvan^^^atprbce5ses;[ar^ that'residentsi. '' 

busine^es ^^■%bopfe|n.bst|mmbd'iatejy affe .^eiable to provide detailed 

commehteto the;Auth^ 



[ Datb 

:Signatures 

- —• ' •• ... - •: . 'r..5. -■•- .. 

Address r;;- .i:.-:.- .• .— ••■•T ■ ..v.r - 




"vf^yr ' feinri Tiir.fr.: Ih, Ahh) 

t. '2 



_' ,, -fCHtr-AncrliA. -Cir* 


'li'f 



Ua^ :. ’'ir^ Tw 4 ^Ti/5 ' 


■'V/Z- 



_t^/"v. 


Ul'i- 
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s 
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:26V Wfi&feMrfew 

10 



-B- (viA-Ar?f/) 4^1/2?- S'T /^ A ^ 

11 
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Not So Fast - HighiSgeed Rail from San Frandsco to San Jose 


Petition 

We, me undersigned, state 

i. We are-pnejquivocaUy oppb^d tpthe.eievatio^^^ tracksnn'residential neighboriiodds:- We 

believe thatthe bifurcating’effect onaiigS walbnd overhead -trai^SiduMng throu^^^ , ’ 

as ^^ell as the negative visuat-anmai^io impa<h%;arerdelfr1meriml.£6.6uf,^ualji3(..of 
il. WeurgemeH5RAuthoritiftPin6teectivelyehgage;anyUikento,the'.coriGemspf'theaft^^ n ' 
communities'and residebt^^ T|p.tbis;endi we beReye ibisimperatiVejthat'the Giflzens-of^a'nfa' 

Clara, San Mateo aftdvSan.FfmcHsco; .ra^fy by popular vote, any proposal for the San ■ 

1 Francisco to San Jose segment prior to-ite Acceptance, 1nclUdih^.the,opti6^,td^ote ".no build'’ii. 
iii. We request that the .extremely shbrii^March 6 deadline .be,e>itehdedfo.r'at;^l^^^^ additiopal ■“ / / } 

^O days^to ensure that sufsclent tinie is prodded to infQi^,,t!^e;:cl,tizen'^ of the ^ 

Hfbh Sneed Rail'svstem' andtHat Processes AreDU^ plAee’ to ensure that-residents,, ‘ 


Address 


Name 




mi - 




>c^t^ sc«jLb(^pp^>ctp&Atvyle 




Distributed by'CharJ'eston Meadows Association; Find us online at www.charIestonmea.dom.drg , / 

Contaa: cmafaoard@'goQsiegrouPs.bom; Pleasefreturn compreted petitions to: ’4118 Park Blvd, Palo Alto'. 


rthe 

i ySR are aJ 

ble tb,.pr6v1cl.e;det;c 


- 





. 






Ertiail i 

foptional) . .• 



cAvg 





















•Not.So Fast 


feom San Francisco to San Jose 


2009 


Petition 


the'undersigned,.state the foUo\ying; ■■ 

.1. ' -We-’ate'u'neqirivQcaUyTopposedftotheveleYationiofthe-tnacks In. residential neighborhoods. We rf-/ 
believe that the bifurcating effect of a jiigh wall and oxerhead traips cutting through pur city, 

. as well as the negative visua^and audip'impacts; :are jdetnthehtal to bur-quality of life. J 
li. We urge fhe HSR-.Auth'bnty:tp..mofe.actively¥^^^^ aridti'steil to thdcbricerns pfthe affected ~j ^ , 
communities and residepts., tb,th]s;'ehd, we;,6eheye jt’iS^'Vnb.eratiye that^t^ of Santa f7 fjIKT 

Clara, San Mat.ep' and SahvpranqsCp cppntiesiMtify fey popular ybtd-'anxprppps^ the;San ‘ 

FranGisGo. tp;$an .Jpse'segment pripr to-its^accep'tance, .including-th'eipfifioh tb'^ "no build’^.i 
...in, Wferequest thatthe extremely.shortMafch:b:dead{ihe'be-extend.^1;of afHeast an additional j 
pOidays to ensure that sufficient time is ;prPvn,ded; tp.1nTPrm,th:e‘ effects of the :•/ 

..l^igh-^pfeed^ Rdl^stefh and thaf prpcesses-are isut id place to .ensure •; - 

, 'budnefees^and schools most-immediately affected by the 'HSR'are able to prcMde detailed 
coibrnenfstothe Autho'd^^ . ‘ -v / 


Signatures 


Email (optfonal) 


Address 


I Name 


i 06 dtN- 




^2 .'3-uv\efr/^ srev^t>^. 








Distributed by Charleston Meadows Assbclatiohi Find iis dnliheat www.charJestonmeadow.drg' '_. ;’ 
Cofitacft cthab'o'ard(5)gQoglegroups>cbmi -please return cdthpletedpetitlohs-^o:.4118-Pa nk^BlVdf Palo AltO; 




v 
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•-'5' 
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Not So Fast - High Sped Railfrom.^n FrancisGO to San Jose 2009 


Petition 


•We,theundersigneidj:.state;thefoU<^¥?ingv - U 

■ . ' . ’ r''\- ■ . ' 

i. WeareunetiuiVoCciUy'Opposed t|b.the.elevaOph..ofthe tracl«io tes\dent1ai’neigh^^ We UaAAb’f*^ 
believe that the- bifurcating effect of a -high; wall ;and overiie^d traintjcutting through, our city* ' 

as well as the negativei^suil and audio;impacts>'afe debifWental.tp-our .quality of life. ■ J ^ 

1j,. We urge the HSR Authortty to fhore actively engage-ahd listen;to th^pncems of th'e affected i, 

commiihities and residents. Tb/sthisHendj’we -believe i'tis imperative that the dtizens of Santa 
Clara, San Mateo and San -’f randSdp ddund by popular vote any propoSal-for the San . / 

^ Francisco tp. San Jose sesrnent prior to I'ts-accei^ancei including the. oprion.to,yot:e “no build”'.*. ’ 
iii. 'We-request that the e>!trerhelyshort.March 6-deacltine;be extended.'fop at'least'an additional '' ■> t 

;r 90’days to ensure that-suffrdehttinte’is'provided to.in'fprrnthe'Gitizertia'; of thfeeffects of the 
High SpgSed'Rail system and fhajt.processes arepqtlmptace tp.ensure thfat-reSideiits, 
businesses and schools most immediately affected by the. HsU areiab’te tp. prbvicie ^ietaUed , ; 

comments-to the Authority. ' ' j • r ’*/' 


Signatures 


Address 


Name 


Email- 




MM 






(4^1 PAKii \-P^fd 


C/U 

i k t< h'fc V. 


Distributed by-'Charieston Meadows Assodatlbn. Flri;d ps onRri'^t \AnV^r:chalrIe$tonmebdoWs.oig' 
Contact: emabdard(agooglegrOutis.c6hi. Please return cdrhpllteci-petftionstb:. 4118 Park Blvd, Paid Aito. 


(optional) 


KrtiJxi 

\A»^. 








iO 

.11 


















Petition v«/tfoh2..i4xftwd,toren!Kt«^^ We, the’unde rsfgned,-state'the fo.Uowirii'. 

i. -We-are unequiyoc^UydPp'Pied to-thfe'eilevatjor ^of th& tracfe; In residentiat'neighb'crhoQds-., .W,e 
believe that the biTprca^^ngv^jflect-o/^a^high U;and byerhead-'tj^ins cut^hg througb;pur-city^ ^ 

'as well-as thepegative>\dsuai andvaucfip impaGi s, are'.detfn'meritaVtp qurqua,lity ■ 

ii. -. We urge-the HSR Authority to rnpre^actiyely ehiage-ahd listen.tothe concerns of. the affected" 

colnmunities-and residents.’ Tq^his phd, -We txilieye'it js-iinperatiye thatthe^atizens-of Santa ^7 
' - Glara, SarT%teo and.Sab'Fran^scocounties r^hYy b/po'pulah-vote a'ny/prpposal'forthe San 
Francisco to San Josesegrnent^brior to its. acce stance, including thei‘option to>yote-‘'ho 


We^request 'that the.:extremely short’Apni 6 de Jdlipe be emended for at least an additional 
60 days to-:ensure that sufh^ is provid jd-td infocniyherEitizen^-bf the effects .of the 

High Speed Raj,l.^stejp ari.4tbat firPcdsse? are: >dt fh, placfe tb\e'rtsur4-,that residents, : . 
bu^nesses and schop(s.,rnost'fmmedT.ately .aff^ ;ed by the HSR.are able to ,provide detailed ; 
comments to the Authority. • ' , - 




















. 1 

* i 




• ->■ 























Not so fast! High Speed'Rail frbm San Francisco to San Joso> 

Published by Sara Armstrong drt Beb^4v20p9 


BackaroundiiPreatnblQl 


On November 4,2008, Califomlaypters passed! Proposition 1A spp/pwrig.the, cqhstrucUQhpfa High'Speed.Raiksystem! 
IMRing Southern Galifomia; th^SacramentofSan Joaquin Valley.and the Sar».Francasco BayArea., 


Hihreesscoplng.meetingawe.re held by ihe Hfgh Spaed Rail Authority in late January 2Q09. to soliciipublicrfeedback.for 
Ihe San Francipco to Sari jQse' seg 0 ient-df t^e ra'i!' system,.v^ich fs .ajrrentty'envlsipned along th 0 rexlst,lng Galtraihi right 
ofway. 


?nie;new'High Speed Rail (HSB) requires the,expansion oftfiejight-of-way to accommodale;.two:additiona!. tracks, and 
grade separation at alllhe current grade.level crossings.. Many^hofnestabut the curreritpai jra^ corridor,-whichln spmd 
areas is^ridt currently wide enough, to accommodate the addition of two;tracks. Many oi'the.current grade levehcrossihgs 
pccunjmresld.etitial neighbprhpods^'Xhe Authprity.has not articufated hoW. decisionSi spe)) as;ho\y to achieve grade 
sepalatidh, wlir^de niade;and whati ifrariy, jofluer^ce the corhmuhiti.es immediately lrtip.ac.ted..by the cohstructtdn and' 
operation'ihe High .Speed.'Trains will have on the decision making process. 


In'addib'on to-.this'lack Qfdeteil,>the Highspeed Rail Authority has truncated all pubilc.commerits with;a deadline of 
March G,5^009, jess than six weeksvafter the Initiaf. public.spdplng meetings. 


We, theundersigned,.state the.following; 


j, Wp are’Unequivodaliy opppjsed to the elevatidh of the tracks-in residential: neighborhoods^ Wa believe that the 
bifurcating effect of-a high wall and overhead trains cutting-through'our.cily, as. well as the. negative visual anti audio 
irhpatts, at%deWjTte”ntat;tp our quality of life. 


ii. We. Prg© the; HS.R Authority to iriore actively engage and . listen tp the concerns of the. affected communities arrd 
residents. To,.this -end( we. believe it is. imperative that the citizensj of Santa; Clara, San Mateo. ai?d San. Fr^efspo. 
co^rities ‘raW by pbpUjar vote! any pfopo'sal for thei San Fraticiscp to San Jpse segment prior to its acceptance; 
Including.the option to vote ?nQ:build?.- 


We request thai lhe .extremely short March 6 deadline be: extended for atJeast an, addittor 5 al ^0 days to eiisore that; 


111 ;-We request that the .extremely short March 6 deadline be: extended for ak least-an. additional days to ensure that 
sufficient tifrie Is provided to IrffPrmjhe cjtizenry of the effects pfth'e High Speed .Rail system and that processes. are.put 41 
in- piapa ter ensure that residents, businesses ^and schools most immediately r^affected. by the HSR are .able -to proyide! 




.detajl.ed;commenfe tgihe Authority; 


^uiMab» obp«ntatf . 




























FirstName 


Surname 


CoTment Date 


Address 


Tov^ri'City 


S/C/P 


272; Miss j Katharine' 


2009 


PafoAlto. 


N/6- Margafet 


Paio^to 


9430.1 


Harrititon 


Ma.rvto Parte, 


Pprtei^ 


3633 Park 


Palo Aito: 


MargaretB. 


Streiff 


9430.6 


:3723.UndefO PatoAito 


2550Emeraon IPabTO.tp 


94301 




Sld|rapqulos 


MountainView 


94043 


Samuel. 


Go.tgeli 


Santa 


94040 


CaliroTTila 


94306 


Reissiria'nn 


13394 South 


2^1 Cowper 


I^wrance& 


Margaret 


IfALO AJiTO 


California. 


Mai^ 


244^State 

Street 


244 State. 


Sah Mateo 


Street; 


vnllow'glen 


martfrv' 


94306 N/G 


Riviere 


iPaJo'Aito 


PETmON:Nol8of8sttt^|tl&W^Ba5.fcjih.3aoTf»nc'5eoW9anJ^^ 

'paMnaSyfiaeMBBS'. ' ^ . 


USA 

94523 

USA 

94103 


N/G 

Wasson 






Sanlemro 

CA. i 

USA- 

1 

H 







4265-Mtna 


Street: 
















eA 




'"'r'lSal.sQria 

uf^.273 {Sigriat^ cmimehts can be viev^ & ti 

3p€ihdk^ 

iNs'document} 


Peter 



SKABQN 


Jack' 



chrisb’fta' 



edarri' 




PaWb; 







•Brenda; 



















































































































































































Comment Date 


FirstNamo 


Surname 


Tmm/City 


Address 


'94025 


Leapss: 


IPalo.Altd' 


.94305 


Nguyep 


94306 


fannessea 


PetoAto' 


LTosacaho 


Deioma 


Mr^jdlafidd 


94301 


92064 


Ca^ned.a 


1441.9 


Crestwood 


Oakl^, 


William 


Selman; 


94306 


palctAito 


ipatpAltp 


Ngtiyan 


Chdstirie 


94306 


Rato\Mrp 


Thomas 


Mountain Vlavy 


94043 N/G 


.PatoAto 


iDennist 


Palo Alto- 


4176 Part 


Haugen 




Palp Alto 


Ttiomas 


Mar-3t, 


9430.1 


Freschl. 


PatoAlto 


Mduntaln'Vtew 


■Pate'Allo 


2960CoyiT>er; 

Street-: 


'Csffisle. 


229 h^G Allison; 


94043> 


^09 

)'43* M8r-29i 

2009 


PBTITJ.ON: NotM-fasB tfigKSp^.^taafiwnSjsrijFran^ Sah Ji»a 
P‘cp«^iyfise##si(a, ' 


MenfoPark 

CA 



Mountain VIeW 

Calitonia 



Mountain View 

CA 



Mountain View- 

CA- 




Cfi 



$anta 


Clara'- 

_ 















































































































































































FirstNam® 


Surname 


Address 


Towa'City S/C/P Region Zip.'PC Comment Date 


Palo to. 




SO'Boosevett 




IP^&Aito. 


94306 


Mar 29, 


Margaret 


Mar^. 




94025 


California 


94306 


(tdlo.alto 


California USA 


Catiforhja 


Mar 27, 
2009 


Mar27i 


943D6 


Mar 26. 


94306 TN/G- 


Mar.26, 


Mair26, 


272-whiWam 


psto'aito- 


inountairi view 


94040 


’Mar;23i 


36.Bro0kskfe 


^ndosa 


PaloAlto 


Mar 22; 


GhhMifig 


Mar22i 


.597.Ashton 


Miss^ 


Mar^, 


Andrea 


Carlisle 


Mar:22, 

2009 


Mon'e 


Istaiwlevlc- 


l^eltsaodra 


Mar 22, 


StanojBy’w 


940W N/G 


stiver;. 


Mounta^.View 


PETITIQI!!: r^so^C^gHiSpn^ltat^frbrn^.afvFratiasc^^ SSrv JOse 


N/G 


WG 


N/G 



yalerfy 









rs 

Sharmila I 


MiiiM 


MenfoPatlr 


GA, 

Paio'Aito 


CA 

PaloAlto 


CA 

inountdn view 

CA‘ 





























































































































































































FirstName 


SurnarrG 


Addiess 


Tov/n'City 


Cntnmant DrjtA 


too Beapon St, |’Mounbrn \^aw 


War-22, 
2009 
Mar'22, 
^09 


Mountain View 


94040 


Simon 


bteuitaih'Vi^’ 


Mar.22. 

2009, 


Mo^tain View' 


bs'altos 


;catlfonnla 


94024 


MoOnlaki View, 


94040 


Mountain'.ViM’ 


i04CdncoiRj 


Street, 


Mounatin VIeW: 


Map2t, 


Vu^l^ka.la 


PafoAlto 


Mar:21 


Psdo.Aito 


Mar.20, 


ISA. 94303. 


Mar 20, 


PaloAito 


Mar.20. 


94306 


Mar.20, 

2009 


Palo Alto 


Santa Ana 


94306 


PaloAHo 


Mac20, 

2009 


F^AJIo 


PaToAllo 


4.131 pa'ri(t4M j paioalto 


4240 VAkle [PaJo Alto. 


SM306: 


PdoAlto. 


pEOT'10N;Not»'fct!LHiah'Sf»«J;BWfom,‘6an,&aocIsC6.td'SBn Jos* 


200 

Mr. 

199 

N/G 

19B 

W3 

197 

N/G’ 

'19^ 

1^6 


Ferig 


Uu 




Uii 


dllaUro' 


Pi 




Marcacci 


Machkova 

•, 


palbtsaBioysky' 







roft 




\A/anA 



Waijg 






185t 

(4/G 





192 

D>. 

Jmgbin 






191 

Dr^ 


Er^a'n 






190. 

Dr. 


Vjiay: 


m 





.cA 


OsA 
















































































































































































FirsIName 


Surname 


Toi'/nyCity SiC.'P Region Zip/PC Comment Date 


fialrtda 


p^/uio 


r^. 94306 


Pdo;^ 


Stephen 


.94306 N/G' 


Mar45, 


P^o Allo‘ 


Mar 14, 
2009- 
Mpr.U, 
2009 
Mar-13, 


94306 


.27.pK^Q« 

:Ave 


Palo Alto- 


94301' 


►^arlZ. 

2009^ 


CanteAuf^ 


3918Paridtea Rosamond. 


l943pg 


Mar'll, 


2009: 


PaloAho; 


94306. 


Palo Alto 


Fuetet! 


P^oAlld 


paloallD 


94306 


Palo Alto 


94306 


Palo Alto 


Mar-.04. 

2009 


Palo AH6' 


Oottervlch' 


Palo Ailo 


PALQALTO 


WANG; 


271 

DAy^NPORT 


Mar 03: 
2009 


Mar:02, 

2009 


Palo Alto 


N/G Mar.02, 
: 2009 


Mar 02, 


S.chd^feld 


Vievr Mar 02; 

_, 2009 

View Mar 02, 


.p.ETniON}Noi:sofasU:Hish;Spe.BdfR^l^p^'^an#mn^sco,ioSan^pee 


N/G' 

Mar'll, 


2009’ ; 

N/6 


Mario,. 



2009 

N/G 


Mario, 

2009' ; 


Tanya 



Ob' 







CA 










































































































































































FirstMame 


Surname 


7okvn/City S/O'P Re3fon Zip'PC Comment Date 


:Mlcha8l 


.'iHSpdpatttfa ji^^eVaJsy: 


92307 


^Mlchaej- 


P^oAjlo 


263Whttcjem P^AIlo 


Ma!:02j 


We'mer 


Mar02. 

^>03 


3998:Kbbft^ 


PaioAHo 


BrodeU 


94306 


Mar 02, 


Mar02i 


PaioAlto 


94306 


M'ar02, 

2009 

Mar'02, 

2009 


Palo Alto 


94306 


94'306 


Mar 02. 


94306. 


94306 


TanrtessM' I Palo Alto 


paloalto 


94306 


Man02, 

2009 


p3lo;8!to 


272‘whifclwn 


Palo.'Aitb 


.Mar 01, 


Forest laka 


Minnasbt 


Caipenter 


Diane 


.16666 Asti St. Hesperia 


Anthony: 


;P 6 T.ITlON' 4 Not» fasti Hi 0 l\;Spae<l‘.Ralf^flOTrSa) p^n^co.^Safi-Jose 


Pape 7 


Q 





CA 

USA 



GA 

USA 




ISA 

943P6 

View. 







; ?i29 ‘m 

Sa(^li 

Marion. 

4121.aricl 

PalpAllb 

CA 

U?A 

94306' 

W.< 3 ' 

MEffOl.., IL-'r r 
2009.'., I'i 

128. N/G 

: carl. 

brus.ehaber 

22241 

nisqually 

rdr#1.02; 

Appleyail.ey 

ca. 


92308 

■View- 

^09/''; A 


Renee 


Carlin 








CA 


USA 






Palo Alto 


Palo Alto 




PaloiAHo 



Fox 


Fox 


WnlfaM 


TVVIltSkU ' 
































































































































































4249 Btyd'i F^Mtp. 


Mar 01 


94306: 


pab alto 


MarOl 

'2009 

MacO'1 


sarig^nlh. 


^toattb 




4147 p^blvfj 


94306 


•Mar 01, 


Ogi^n 


2009, 
Mar 01 


|4147''^r1('^\^ I palp.Mo 


nguyeti 


USA 94027 N/G 


Mar 01. 
.'2009 
Feb,28i 
2009 


Te}i.8™y- 


AtfvMton 


Blaine 


94306 


Daniel’ 


94306 


Fefa.2% 

'2009- 


Racheile 


Eliidieth 


4047Pari< PafoAtto 
BLVD, 


Sindft^x 


Feb26, 


Slhce^px 


4047pafk' Pa'o.AHo- 
BLVD. , 


Fab 28. 


:Mar^n^ 


I SUSAN 


Feb'2fi, 


El Oofadb Hills Ca. 


Ma^nsbn 


2001 Ahoy Ct' 


Michael 


Ashton 


Pab Alb 


Annette 


Fab 27; 


Rancho 


CucsrnoooA 


Giourribusls 


992 Lome 


9erdeAvenue 


94306: 


pab alto 


trubrtg 


Patb Atd 


94301 


SlSByroiiSL 


Feb 27, 
ffl09’ 

’ feb Z7i, 
2009 

“ Feh27v 
2009 
' He^27. . 
i 2009 - 
"i F^.27,, 
2ore- 

' Feb27, 

' 2009 
" Feb 27, 
^09 
'.Feb 26. 

2009 
' Feb 26. 


94301 


RTch'ouk 


IlSChunblll 


PatoAto 


Da'in'd 


3767-R«fdwbod 


94306 


PaioAlb 


94306 


P^Alo 


Sherlock 


Kieran' 


OSbwsId 


e4'5’FuUe'rA«e^ 


OsiraWsId 


:645 FuIlerAve Sart;Jo6e 


[Andrea 


Stene 


[Sar Francisco. 


94116 N/G 


>ioflko 


Menlo Park 


USA 94025; 


100 Nra- klfsterr 


.PeiO’Alto 


ieimip#! 


PETrnON:'NQtsoifasll;HlgHSp4^:RaiH!P(n,6^F9tidsco:to9an JCee 

'Pan w ti by SnPMWnn ' -- . 



Aaarwal 





Ms 


N/G 


Ms 





. 

111 

N/G 

t 


-■ 





Hostette^ 

• .N/G 


f 



Acune-Nanreez 

N/G- 


f 





r 

-L- 

:—- 

Miller. 

t 





• 


USA 

94306 N 



USA 

94306 N 

USA 

95782. ■ N 

USA 

95762, ■ N 



USA 

94306- 



USA 

91730 _N 



USA 

94303 y 




























FifstiName 


Surname 


Address 


Tc-vn/City S'C'P Rc9ion Zip^PC Commer^t Date 


95131 


Uacquelino 


S4396' 


94306- 


676.Fullar Avs. 


4131.Wiikie 


Califofhla USA 


94306' 


pail^Ia. 


|jreb-26; 


94027 


Karmarkar 


94301 


I Karen 


94. Eldora Dr. 


Passetl 


Berkowitz: 


Maryanti 


Pb(oA)Io 


California 


94306; 


Sandra 


siSBandayCt 


94306: 


94306' 


patoAlio 


94306 


paiuto 


Sae.ILiMA- 


94306 


COURT 


Palo Aito 


34,79 Wavedey 


Street 


•Brlahwod 


NicolaoD 




94306; 


pitfribN; Not spsfesftf^hSpeed'^l’frpmJi'aaPrBnd^ to'San'Joea 
:Pniw(Bdlri 'GiWj^ - T , 


CA. 




CA 


CA 


CA 





CA 


N/6 

Feb^. 

.2009 


Feb 26: 


'2009 

, / i 

Feb 26, 


99 

N/G 

jay 

98 

Dr i 

John :' 


ca 


CA. 











































































































































































Town/City S»C/P Region 2ip/PC Comment Dati 


FirstName 


Surname 


Address 


'Manas 


94306 


PalDAito 


3>K)lfe; 


94303 Vi£W Feb 24. 

2009- 


■Viaw, ^b24;. 

2609 ; 

Viawt " ftb 24i- 
^ 2009 


94306 


Vatican' 


94306- 


94306. 


94301 


Feb 24, 
2009 


'94306' 


PaloAltO' 


94306 


94306: 


Foster Ci^ 


94404: 


Am'oulKarmsrkar 


94306 


4127-Park 

‘Blvd 


14127 Pifk 


Palo Alto 


94306: 


Palo.Alto 


PaloAlto 


94306 


PaloWto 


Feb23, 

2009 

Feb22, 

-2009 

Feb;22, 

2009 

Feb 22. 

2009 

20C^ 


UbhffC: 


Paio'Allo 


Mar^nson: 


Robert 


Martinson 


9S^tibN:-.Not.sO;ta^B|0b.^^;s'4fteli.fi^m,$ao’ Fteocfsco i^'Se^ Jeep' 


fiiluAr- 







PAak 











Asha 






1 

94306' 



















63 












































































































































































FirstName 


Surname 


Towa'City S/C-P Region Zip;PC Comment Date 


Address 


Khurshld: 


Palo-AHo 


Meadow Dr 


Home 


Pa)o Alio 


P^Mo 




t^alto 


Turner 


USA .94306' 


P^o AHo 




943p;i m/G Febifft 


95705 


94301. 


94306 


43TCaroMria 


94306 


94306 


94306 


2383 south 


Robert' 


McGinn 


.Eric&Lynrie 


239 Whttdetn' 


P^ARO' 


94306 


Pato'ARd 


94306 


paioalto 


94306 


Palo^o 


94306, 


FebdS. 


Palo Alio 


California USA 


94306 H/G. F8b-15, 


id San. Jose 


PETITION: Notspi 


N/G 



Paib’Altb' 

California 







Cutler., 








home 






Smldi 




Hilbert, 











Carpenter 



G 

Feb 21, 


2009 


USA 





tidm 

6; 








































































































































































jf Title FifstName Surname Address Town/City S/C/P Region 2:p/PC Comment Date 


2& .N/G 

Tracy 


N/G- P^AI 

to ' CA^- 


-US^' 

' 9^06 

N/G 

iFebIS. 

2009 

24 -Mr 

Pra^njil, 

Bardh'eh 

.1648 Maripo^; Palo A1 

6 CA. 


USA 

94366= 

N/G 

FeblS. • 




•Av 






2009 

‘ 23 Mrs. 

tlsa- '' 

MarcaccT, 

4l09Park^ PatoAl 

Blvd,- 

b ■ 'CA-. 


USX 

|43tf6' 

WG. 

.feb 16' 

2009 

• .22 Dr-. 

Anna - 

Hem'^stead 

'N/G' 

to CA 


JUSA 

94306-' 

N/G- 

■Fefa 15. 

2009 










2.1 N/6 

John' 

Hofer 

■ 4111Pafft PaloA! 

0 ICalifbRiia 

USA 

g306 

N/G 

Feb 15,- 




61yd- 






20(» 

, '20 br. 

Hirtda , 

Sack- 

4iq4iPaHc' PaloAl 

0 ' GA 


>USA 

8430$: 

Miaw 

Feb 15, 




















19 Mr. 

Craig 

Moya 

. N/G- f^lo AH 

6 CA 

USA. 

,94306' 

N/G-. 

feb 15. 

-2009 

18 N/G 

patricfa- 

caruthers 

1S30:portola paloait 

i: CA 


USA 

94306 

N/g: 

Feb'15; 




ave. 






2009 

IT Mr' 

Bert. 

Tseng, 

N/G: PatoAlt 

0 ICA- 

USA 

94306 

N/G 

Feb 15. 










2009 ' 

1.6 Mrs, 

Jocelyn. 

Tseng. 

N/G PaloAJ 

o ' CAt 


USA 

94306 

N/G.‘ 

.FebJ.S^ ■- 

15 b.r 

Christopher 

Kanla^iev. 

N/G PatoAJt 

0 CA 


USA 

'94306 

m< 

FebISj 











1.4 

Gihny 

LfiRNIere 

453 PatoAtt 

Tennessee- 

0 CA- 


USA 

94306 

N/G- 

Feb 15, 

2009 

13. N/G 

Philip 0.. 

LiRlvlei;e 

LanS' 

. 453 Palo Alt 

0 CA 

— 

USA 

94306 

N/G'. 

Feb 15; 




Tennessee- 






2009 




Lape- 






ft • N/G 

Florerwe 

LaRivi.e.re 

453: PatoAJt 

0 CA 


USA- 

94306 


Feb'15. 




Tennessee- 






'2009 




Lane' 







11 Ms: 

Helen 

,StaVrdpcu|os 

N/G PaJoAtl 

0 CA 


USA 

94306 

View.^ 

FebT4, 



.SenSoval 







.2009 ; 

?ia N/G 

Keri 

Wagner 

'311.EdlMAve PaJdAlt 

u QA 

;USA 

94306 

N/G- 

.F#b44. 

2^ 









9 Mr‘ 

Bfakr 

Putney 

263V^ltddm P^M 

0 ca 


USA 

94306 

WG 

Feb^A . 

-S 

CarNlle. 

Leblortd' 

4215 PaJdAlti 

Ruthelma 

5 CA 


USA 

94906 

N/G 

Feb.l4| 

2009 , 


Garips ■’ 

Feeder 

433. P^oAIti 

0 California 

U.SA 

94306 

Viaw' 

FebJi4, 




Tennessee 






2009 




Lane 







6 Mr 

HU9t* 

Fiert'nes. 

341Car6llh3 PifloAJh 

Lri 

3 GA 


U^- 

;^306 

N/G 

feb‘l4. 

2009 

■5 mr 

ipHfr ; 

smaller 

4155WI!lde i^toalto 

ca 

USA 

OJsoe,' 

N/G 

Feb 14.' 

4 , Mre- 

'MagdatV,; - 

GcanP 

4155 Wltlde: PatoAlh 

y CA 

— 

USA-: 

94306 

N/G 

FebT4, 




Way 






2009 

,3 N/G 

Wendy 

^etSrGFi'ose 

N/G paloAth 

3 ' CA 

— 

USA.’^— 

54306 

N/G 

Feb 14, 

^0^ 


FETf11pN:J4otso;(a^ IHTglijSrpeed^rftomSan’Fl^oc&w’ta^tV^oce' . Pag'sIZ 

. 























FirstName 


Surname 


^;N^CxfIeld:nol cpilectsd by-lhe author. 
■:N/G;*Tidt 5 }M'h,by:iK» signer 
*.S)'C)p'--’aat»,ipounly,prPn)vince. 
■’PC-Post Code 
^Vwer.'siriew commen'lt ■ 


r PEriTldN;Not/sO;teuJ^Jgh;Sp$i.e^;H^.|^P^;,i^n FreF^^sco io,San 

-•W'rw^ll /OflP«taic^ - 


P^ 13 

















































App.endix: All signatures con^menW 


270 


Baclcito slgqature list 


Please take i>i© public's input into consideration.- Thank you 
269 


] 


Bacicto signature list 


: 




Splitt!ng'Jhepeninsu!a;ini2.with a.hprrible overhead.rail was not what I signed for when I voted, laapprpve the Ending,-. I 
•Uridergro.uhding thMails isithe'pply alfernalivo I can sCippo . ' 


268 


Back'to signature list 


1 am.againstth;e |iigh spee.d train to go through lf}e’Pact\ep Pass sin^ it Will hegatii^ery effect'the ecology of the, sta^ 
and cost-Tnuch more moneys In addition itwo.uld..destroy beautiful communities^ if for some reason>it had to be^inslalled" 
through .the PacheO Pas's, l^ask.that tt)at1unne|ihg be used as to eliminateihe negatiye irhpact.across ^©PehinsUla 
cities; 


^1 8,-i. 
R? CtSj' 
ii2 


1 am in.favor ot he Altamont-F^ss option as a-'first option. 
266t 




Bacicto signature list. 


It is vltai'that the commentperiod for this project be extended and that.the high speed-rail.project team put a significant 
amount of effort intorexplalning the complete truth to those of iis along the tracks aboutwhatwiil/rn.ay happen TO us. 
"Happening’TO us^ is the operative phrase:as none of the negativejnfonnation was shared'prior to the vote,last Fall - so 
peppievotedwith less than complete Infofrhation, 


265 


Back'to signature.list 


7 




i fuiiy^sUpRO'rt^jgh-Sp.e^_ rail If don^;the right way and'npt negatively impacting residential areas. Tunnels or trenches 7 T ■ l/’hinoh 
shouid'beddneto proteclineighbofhoods. 

Back.lo,.Bigrialure.Iist 


261 


The tram' needs td go underground. Most of Palo Alto is going to-be impacted,by both the unsightly raised train'tracte 
and’.thg ongolng slreet closmgs-because of passing trains. A nehvork of LA style overpasses is not-a solutton for,a long, 
e^blishid -tesidehtial town. Many people in this community will hpye, their planned retirernent disrupted beca'gspQf 
tower property values. 

•With'many skilled workers and, cori.tractdfs out of work you h'aye the rna'npower to build tunnels at a feasphable'price. 


Hi 

ASC,,} 


260 

Don'l'divide paldAllbioto|fpux quad rents, it will.i.b'e hOTripre one Cbmftiunily. 
258 


BapK to sIgqatUfe.irst 




B.acfclosignaturedist: 


W’hpallf'the currenthighrspedrf fail pidpqsaliharches through'-^ planned, pn!^a:veryfeyyp.eople-w^^^^ U-l 

benefltinamelyjthe^fdoihiPowers". Caltrans, is-..chompin-at the’bjt. Nothin' better than a rnultf-billiOn dollar projectto J 
jl^tirV your step. Hmifl.m.o 


256 


Bacictp sigo'atureJist 


. V. ... 6,7 -i-i* T^Ki'wjU, 

I woMld like to'see the high speed rall'stpp jn San Jose and transfer to an electrified baby bUHet on Qal Train. Why I 4 -h 


PE11Ttbn:Nat-so.rastl:H!9hSpeed;Fi^tfh>mSBn'Frencikb.tci.Sar>.Voi»e. 

' J?w»r tdby.SflgailiflQ.: 


Ra9« 14 














.0 Uo-^i/iMfy'M 

spen.d;addiUo,naIi:money an6:deitroy’,cptTimunlti©S:Up.and down ihe'Peninsura ff\vedQn!tneea.tq^ Let’s be fiscally jjiS' 
resppPsHjJe in oUrcurrdnlbcrd^pt cnsis. 


255 


Backto signatureJisL 


I am. concerned we.are rUshjhg into alpjanithat has hot been fdlly YesearcHed a yetted'ifi the iQcpi cpmi^unities. I fee! 
this isvery similiar to a plan^^underway to:6fecfrify the.Cal train rails, Why arewe dupiicating-.^e.efibrt and expense and 
for what return? 




253 


' Back toisigriature list 


highispeed fall mnthercouotriesisfsetup on,,the-outsk(rts:of tovvn.'nqt.in the middle.. 

ttiiS'iS'iyay tb;,cost|y. if they use erhinale domain theybetler pay me. what i paid, for the.house and .not' what-tbe current 
^aiue1§, 

eminate:d’omain wili bank rupLme. 




24ff 


Back to signature.lfet 


j 

Please give u.s peacevThose tracks yvHi destroy our living environment by adding toxical nojses and a barrier tolhe. J 
outside world. ' 

248' .. Back to signature list 

No'elevated tracks! the current plan Would Be a disaster for Palp Alto and other .neighborhoods along the-CalTrain. ^ 
route,. 


247 


Back to signature list 


-Stop ahd think how.rhany lives this would destroyir'Have we npt learp anylhirig from tho rdsult'bf todays ecoribniy. that in*lfl I 
nameof the almightydbllarwhatwe wouid-sacrificell! 


245 


Back to'signature list 


Please provide the communtfytHe'Opportunity to give-inpuLonihisimporlant matter thatwiFl have.a lasting impacton ~1 
Ihe'rierghborhbod; 

244 Backtosighatufeli^ 

Pfejase STOP the plaps: for the High .Speed Rail. It .is note good ideafor the state of California, 

243 Back to signature' list 

TUhiNELEiNG IS OPTfehi GIVEN THE TREMENDOUS DISRUPTION THIS IMPORTANT SERVICE (S LIKeDY jOl til 
CAUS.ETHE.I^EIGIHBORHOODS ALONG;THE.ROUTE J 


240 


Back to signature;li8te ^ 


Both ttieffoneandtcbaracier of fecal heighborhoo'ds and whole cities adjoining the current rail tracks be Irreparably 

damaged'(ihcluding therloss pfmanyhomes) Ifthecurrent elevated foU/rtrack plans pYpcded to Cpfnpleybh. !; 


17 

44 


238 Back tb^lgnatura’.llsl. 

The entire:HSR prpiedlis a hugB:scarn and JBmust be stopped! TYie people of 'CA were-de'cs!ved irito:vb1ihg;fdr thi5 ^ 







PErrnbNrsltel sojfasU H'^;Sp<^d;;r^,frow:.StviEr 

t^gwfind 

sncls 

w.to San.JQM 



— 

— 



Panel's 





















<insan9 pVibjecti \^e mUsfejii^rsuj0p ^ppihis'^ancj see that tHe guiily parties are pu J ^ 

’237 B^ck to signature-list 

We hayetto live with the resulls;fbrai(bnfftirne<'^;it>akesurepeople.Sre'aWareiofwliat'vy^^,gfetUng,lhto. 3^"^ 

,235 Back-to.srghature list; 

:consider thetunn6l o'ptioh br b^tter.yetrCiri.thehlSTfrbmSah JoseteLA with bullefseivfceJrom SRto SanJcfeei 

■ '■ " ’■ ’ . 

’233, Backtaslghaturelist; 

-l';arn against,- asrnanycarej any underpasses'ahd. overpasses., TKpb6i.se from Jhe pvetpagses wiilibfeyery^drsrtip^e 10*7 
?'thIStehtii:e-area; Pldas6. tnbyeif6rw.a;dvi/ilh the tunneling proiect instead. i 


231 


Back to.:signature list 


.^WpuldCthe project.be easier td get stai^ed'jf the' main high.speed rail section was first built between San.Jose and the 
vmain Los Angeles terminal? Taking otir c^PrenfCal Train frorP .anywhere ph the pehiri,SO Bah Jpse regardle'Se^df the 

^pped is-hot-aii issue: for rriyTamilyi It&rsqubrs the;cfnve down,highway 5 that&fs.quo;s the big tfme waster; alrpolluter 
and energybrain; about;^6"hours by car; If moriey doe&run dry; and It iriay easily in our current .econpmy, the mam, 
eectiqn/teg’has’the rripsl value. Bu 


ft 


229 


-Backto signature list 


. .. -yin 

TTils isbh engrrnpus project that requires mbre.time; planning and input of options, firiahclai commitments, public J ^ 

V'rtnelrlArat^n « 


consideration and construction. 
228 




Back to-$jgnaturd list 


My homewiII.be, directly impacted by the noise^ visual impact and construction of the proposed High Speed Rail plan on I . 

the Sarvfrahciscd Peninsula. 


hrespe^llyjeq.U.es'tyqu study‘the'pbsslbiliy of placirtg the proposed frocks in a tfenchof 15ft, deep with sourid walls, or 
in an underground tunnel, in both cases;.many if not most of the long term environmental impacts might beirhitigated, 
;road crossings triade both cheaper .and. rndre attie.clive, and easier to;rhaintain. 




222 


Back to dignatureiist.. 


T^e GA voters^We^ defieiyed by the.gpyem,men,t)asl..Noy when-we voted on this Bond, rneasUre,; "TTietnjewspapers, ‘|j^*7 H ^ 
local govts^and^G'HSRA neyer indicated that the Caltrain conidcwwould be used;ltir theTiSR.'This bond'measure I ji± j 

.NEVERsWould bayepaSsedifwe had kripvvn what their plans were! This wasPeceptiye and unfair.; Tfie CA.ybtersvwll I 
demand.a rervo.te. The;CH,S,RA;shouId be routing the HSRi through the Pacheco Pass, along BARTorTOf. [ 


220 


Backjto signaturelisfe 


High speed Palf;iS;ftdt.c6rhh3ulef/i^^^^^^ but one.mpre forrndf welfare for the rich; Why didn't the baliotmeasufelmclude, & 1 
the media pubtish: all points of wew.? ^ 


dry 


217 


Bacif tb-signalure list 


1 amjoalterably opposed fo^HSRonthe peninsul 

a on the current CalTrans tracks. 



PETITION: Not so rastr:High;Sp^:R4|iri^Sii%i:rarK^V3$»n Joci' ’ 

. PpwfeJ.bvCflPeflrtoft..,. 

■. . 

-- 


— 



l>j,> 


Pafloie' 

















216 Ba^ktb signature list 

Ap, elevated track^^tem. wijkdestroy pii^c^rniTiunauly.. Please cpnsider- that this wiN greaa/rbdiide thje benefits of .high*! ^ 
speed rail, which I otherw'ise^support. . 


215 

Need consider the. effecVptease':ini!iIIIllni!Ull!!nU 

.214 


Back to signatumJiist 


J 







Back tb-signatureijst' 




Alongsideh^hwayiOiiisfarsuperior.tOi'the CALTRAINroute; The hatmtothecommupity^lsnotjustifiecTby high-speed IP 
access, to distant-pIaceSV 


211 


Back to^sigoature list 


, , , - . - . -Ill I /Vp/K 

no build high speed (ail .through cal .train track,: vye; cant steep well by this aoiso*. You can build.high speed rail far away I . /j)Af 

froDiresidehtsareai Weare.theresidentSi havetherightiolivemguiteneIghbo’rhp.6d, 


209 

I opppse to build; the high:8peed train through Palo Alto,. 
205 


Back, to' sigriatuiie'list. 




Back to; signature Ijst 


YerYcbncern'ed abo.ut'Safety. Denairnent at very highspeed could obliterate rny hbuse/ my.fa'mily: 
Can you guarantee our safety 100%? 


ff/ S'A-kjy 


196 

Please considerno elevation forthe train traks for Ihe high speed trains. 
187 - ^ 

KHernatives to be considered are:; 


Back to signature list 




Backlo signature list 


1 


4. Aiunnello connectthe high-speed rali SanJose to San Francisco 

2 .ihiot,coh]iectlhgrthe hfgH-speed rairtrQ.rn Sah.Jpse to Sah Francisco and oohnecting these 2, citjes by a slightljrfester* 
trafaoniHe exfsting'tracks wlth'fewer stops 
3. Redirecting;th,e b.iidget pf the^high-speed raii frorn-San Jpse to San Frapciscp and Use it 1o .eliminate all curr^t “1 ^ 2 , \ 

railway crossings fiiat are unsaferln Uie congested Bay Aree and would allow for faster.cohnecfidns- J 

186' Back-to signature list 

Will greaflyfmpactounlije quality negatively. 

185 BaCietosighalurellst 




This plan Will cbmpiet.elyfoutiforoujh the center of Pa|6 Alto, a beaUjlfol and quiet hlgh-efid cqnthtUh'ify.This is a city w|th 
long history of high quaii^ of life; The HSR'.wiIlfohangethe life of a great portion of the c%residents.4^eople work hard 
and save hard in order tpep'p^Yt.hbusing here; The .HSR ydtl .change ©yerythjhgxdramatli^ljy; hpt:j:p rnentionthe det^ls 
of all-tfie negative, impact: 1 don'tsee:any.posiTivesidescfthis plan-tothe palo.alto residents. Theniwjiy settherait here? 


ft I 


PETITION: NolsofasU'e^h'S^~^ RStftwi'Safa.FnSricJseolo SanJoSe' 


Pag«.^7 


















184 


Backdio signature list 


We need honest and correct information before we are askedto vote on'an issue as important as this one. Wedid not 1 ^ ^ ' 

getthe whole story. ^ 

181 Back to signature list 

I afnfuily againsf HSR g'dingithrpughiCityef Palo AlWvftisia^sting of our already shorted ;resource?ahddestr6yourJ.^^ 

quality life. ' 

180 

jiii 


Back tb;SignaUii^Iist 


I am concerned about visualimpactof elevation of HSR &’division of.community. 

Attractiqn?t(^wal|lorgaraffi-& hanging out piac»: Noise will pea farge concern; :acc}dents;pptentlatqf.4 tra!hs-5pi.ng at; 
slow St-fast speeds. EvacuaiiiOrrplans ^routes for neighborhoods as some streets may beelosed tb^o HSRi. What 
aboutall tbe frees that will have^ cut’dpwn & thO propet^^ p'^ers that will have.rtpmpye duiBtp-ernineht dprriain? 
What is FaihMarketyalue'&asorwhat date. Tunnetorstop SJ.: 


176 

Putthe-trains,unde^ro.und 
172 . 


hi 

Back'to signatured 


PT. 


Back to signature list 


I:have sent'a'letter to;HSReo'rrimis.sJon (before^Marcrfi 6):expressing my views oh this project, and have proposed "j fi'2 
alternatives to elevated tracks. 


J 


169 


Back tO'Signature list 


the train ndise'wili be carried so much further and louder by being high up and a 2'0'foot Wall dividing'the'beautiful ,, 


Penninsula.cilies; in. half sounds just horrible. 
164 


Back' to signature list 


This-wlltreally affect all theipeople.living closely to the railwa>^.'And especially will bring noise and other safetyissueto ”7 ^ 

si Ur-ciy 


the. neighbor hood, it is“better not let this high speed railway cross the whole palo allb town.. 
thajhks, 

163 


Back'tb, signatore.li.st 


PverheadJracks'iypuld bS9n exfrerriejy destructiye additipntb a sipgle story residentialTi'eighbprhOQd; 




162 


Back tp^i^natofaii^t 


1 Was deceiyed intO vptfn^ forthe HSR Prop. I had Ho idea:t was voting for eleyated-traCKs ah'dferixirtehtdptrieirri^^ The '7117 /of 14 


HSRA and PA. City Councllpulledihe wool.over. our eyes! This is election .fraud. Aircsmcerned'.parties should file^uit to 
stop th|s insanity. 'Th.e peppje whQ'fpfsted-t.his ffaudbpbn ,Us beic9>g In jail'. r‘m seripus;abou,l'this, My'be.autifulf 
peaceful home inSouto Palo Alto is nowworthless... worthless! Prfeon for thesercriminals who deceived us. Pm sick 
and. fired dfthis! 


a E/rV>W 


160 


Badclp-signatorelist 


Upgrade'the exIstingOArtrain fa'ciiities - vrithwore bullets- 



1—4 

;PETlff6M:^.tsof8Si£Hl9ti.Sp$9^'^jr.(^'SanFri¥K)sj;oloSanjoM. 

P&D^WGaPkilMi r . 




774,V, .1’ 

7:: P^1B 


jn'i JJ.W A,ll4 

























158 


Back to^signature list 


The rail authority^hould check out Japan’s, railway system. SeribusjyJ 

I fee! cheated th'at Prop '1A dMh’^explaln allfthisfauslhess-.of^buiiding a high.ugjy wali.^for the trains. I am for public 
transportation but now l-wishedJ'had^ote; No; pnProp iA. 


J 


iCl 


152 


Back to signature list 


Has anyoneislood onatrainstalon'in japan Wheri one 0ftheir:Shinkansen^]nsgoeS’by;at.120.-MPH?- If this thing 
has to tfo. built, it needs to go ‘undergrptind and‘Palo.Allans ,shouldn’t.bp the: only ones.asjced to day, for |t (a; bjog.,1 read; 
suggested this).-^ Touted benefitSi.such as'cialms on ridership leveiSi economic prosperity levels going up/etc, arejust 
claims. What abbptthe/addedftrafiicibjand from this station. Follow the-rno.ney,^see vyho. is pushing this‘«m.ora- 
toevelopmentis nottheiWay 


"I#l 


151 


Back'tbsignature list 


fhls^^pe: of train shouldn’t'even 'be:considered for PA; The “station" would bring in thousands of cars creating much 
mbre tfaffrcthanj^eiaireadyJhave and Wilh;all the,bUildihg;gblhgo.n In town Waare all feeling toe'extfa.ic^.toovenWi^^ f-A w / 1:1 

the station! Anrfwhalartery-would bring them tothis-^statibn^? Don’t force people to give up their homes not to menflon ( ^ • »*'> 

the sound Impact &;-visual one. And What about the safety bf students crossing the HSR-;tracks with HSirains 
approaching? A scary thoughtl 


.. 


145 


Back to signature list 


I don’bwant Palo Alto divided Into Eastand'West likeOregonexpresswaydivided into, North and South. Also ! am 
cpncemed/abbut Sbund,(12 trains ajn;hourl!l) that: I willhaye'froni.Bayshore and now more noisy trains. 

<3Q UNOBItGROUNb, pi^EASE 


A/t'ik 


Abby 

142 


Back to signature list 


Top littie time for tpo blg a decision, the process has been less foan foif to the fnybived corn'rnunitres. Redwood City, 
Atherton, Menlo Park and Palo Alto are residential communities not allowing Tor more tracks..Elevated tracks, crossings, 
waijs .and.a.ddi^;n'bise ar,e over scaled.Tpr these bomrhCihilies. A. NO BUILD vote is needed; a BULL£T train.frbntSPtb 
SJ would’ have more options for ridef-ship anyway, 


141 

IDbh't divide bUr.pbmrrighity.also, a station in .Palo Alto will, have huge Irnpacls., 

136 

Efeyated tracksTiTjap esfobllshed raslderitialheighbbrhobd would have devastating 
^effects on;toe;qualitybfHfe; 

130 


Back tb.signatufe. list 


B-7 

0.W W I 


Back tbisighatura Hst 




. 

-i fjrJ 


Back ioisignaturetlisL 


This route'is not only impacting foe Bay 'Area, but undermining property value in;;the sumoundingicornmunitles ali for a ^ ^ . 

railway fobtfprobabiy'wiiiB'e.uSedhyfa.s^ J 

128 


j'pd hyfa.sipall rrifnority 


Back tofs^DAfolrb .list 


-PErmoN;Nol'So.fBsU'HlshSp«ed;RaD.fr^.Sa(i'Franc)Sco'.toSan.Jos«; 


P^ld 

























Taking house^and hoTnesrihat we have woiVed for all our life is.ngt‘the answer. Giving us.aflot less lhan,our homes are 
worth is.a discface, lhste_ad pf’tJying'to s'aye.trwney apd not caring,ab,ouf the. arhprican d.fe.am or family-values. Why 
dontyoU'Use remote landiout of towaif you build iHheywilluCpme* '~- 


127 


Back to signature, list 


With ail of the bugetary concerns all over the country,;and:especla!iy-1n Califbmiai this disruption.of people's lives and 
impending'cbhfiscalonbtfdsyehtial ptoperfy-thal i$ p.ri the t^irplesseem's'lo be against the public interest. Gallfornl^ 
■can*t;afford this expendfture)anyftray. 


119 


Back1o.:^signature .list 


As?a Baby Bullet riden l-thlhk-Use ofihe:exIstihg .Gaitrain ihfrasfiuctlire makes.a lotof sense: Building new railsi.wpuld 
fpjrpe G.ajtfain.lp cpnipefe. Lets Use the frtoriey to.lm'prpye Caitrain; (cut commute tlrne' between San Jose and S^an: 
Francisco) and coordinate'schedules-wilh the high speed rail which couldiendJn San-Jose. 




Backio sign'afttte list 


I’ard opposed to' the high speed rail coming, along the Peninsua! corridor; ltwould .be an incredible eyesoreand liiin 
property-vetu’es'if^bdve gcpund; I have hb, confidence that there Wili be'money of .the political will tp put Underground. 
Look-at-fheiabk of funding for BART. 








fil 

#6 ■ 


Although.l voted forHSRj I had no Idea that an overhead (or;even grade) option Would.be (»hsldered. “] hZ 

The line-shouldgo souih.from Santa Clara or San,Jose arKl.'Carrfain should serve the Peninsula with addtiorial trains. ] 

111 Back to.'sigha.ture list 

,1.1 think the.High Speed Train should noUbe built at all. I vtited against the bond because I feltitwasloo expensive b'othl 
ihfiTidhey and djsrqpllbn of theenyironment 

2. the route’between Los Angeles and San Francisco'is notour malrttransportation pfbblerh: Whal'we desperately. 


need l.s' .rriore arid better local transportation, electrification of'CA! train, a modem Irolie/ on main streets,such as*EI 
Camifio and similar projects. Rush hour traffic, is hofre.ridous We heed aiternallyesto driving 




1 (f 9 


Back.tb signature list 


TtZUrtJef. : 


f am-in opposllion to.the Building,df’a fa.st jeil train going thro.ugh Palo.Altb.-1 dp not want the noise, pollutiprr/pf negative 
effe<ri,s'of'construptipn, This train is unnecessary,.-1 made a mistake and votedfor it- not knowing wherehthey plan to 
construct it. 1 dosnot wantit oirlevel ground.;! do hot warifit abpye ground. With.the,high; water levels'of PaloAltp, 1 d^p 
nbtwanMLbelow ground; The forniaUdn of Oregon and Alma may need to be changed. I do notwant that; 




108 


Back Jo signature list 


\2 A JwW 


My tst.choiceis:NO BUl'COr^ CALTRAlN.butif that cannot happen, the double tunnelistthe only way ikcoiild J r s ^ 
possibly work; 

Back to signature list 


1,07 

Nb^waJIsbryiding pupcpirirnuriityn 

103 

D.b not'rulh’bUrneighbPrhpods. Thfs is i^jfiylh^BYi We were, here first! 


^ 1^' I 


BackJosignahire list 




PETrnON?Not4o.fe«H Hl8l>;-Speed'Rail,from:San Fj8,ntfscp,to;S«nJ!oS^^ 


P^'20 






















99 

gp-sara 

95 


Back to ;S!gnature. list- 




Back to signatore list 


North VyiHow plan, where the Galtraih tracks.currently exisj-ts approx;500 feet from Palm Hav8n;dfstfictof Willow Glen,, 
desighafed.^s a GltyofSaciJosetionsefvatibn.Area (a neighbofhood.w|thin:San Jose'cpntalnlh^signifiM 
japd archltectUralssfructiures). iS^te envIrp.nmeotal law requires review by residents of plannirig initiatives.thatiirnpact 
.c|t|6s arj<i.res.idents-.tl;ijsy/a's,npt done:,"This^mdstbe rerputed alorig IQI orelSeY/here;; 


iJ.2 


,92: 


Back to-signatUre list 


^Elevated tracks;andtoe coristructioh pfdcesa will ruin ourcopimunities,; Tlie.lH.SRA'hasIgpdred ys-it^must be forced 
Jisten byto'ur elected fepreseritatlves and by the^mandafes of.AB3'034. J 


89^ 


Back to.signature jist 


Mdre research heeds to be ddhe-to hot ihteirupt.citizehs fiye8..'Pleasd do this bef6re:goihg forward; 


"1 


85 


Back to signature list 


Uust'slbw the trains down between SF and SJ and (et therh have the same top.speeds as Calfrans does now. How 
muchiHme does-.that add'tothistnp? An extrariS minutes? 

Why sppi! .the quality of life ip such .quiet areas. Strip-mining along the-Sah Francisco Peninsula is what-thiS HSR.is ‘ 
askingfon 

.84- Back to signature'list 


^ 5 Cil 


tarn ppposed to the cunreniproposaL kdo not wantmy neighborhood to have raised-raiis and high sound walls, 
believe this Will b'e;;a blight to my cdrhrhunity. Pleas'e. indude thdbptiohto vpto "no build." 


J+^2 ewt 


83 


ewci, 

i wU 

Back to signature; list 


With 2;chiid.ren 4years'oJd &yptinger I dp riot want a.HST steps frorh my home nor do 1 want to see property^valiies 
decline when this IS OUR RETIREMENTinvestment. 


79 


Back to.'Signature. li^ 


Eleyation dftracksjh resldentiafneighborhoods is simpiy nota workable solution. Please heed thewolce oflocal *] *^2. ; 

-I #7 


residents.- 

75 

This High-Speed RalltoroPgh 
73 


Back fcdignfature list. 


Back tp;srghafc|e'.list 


The back yard ofmy'future home abiits theiPCJPB'right-of-way. 'TfUlly support high-speed,rail, .but believe.it can be- 
don;e inav/aythetdart drih3riperthe cbMmuriJtie.s it,ruhs,tordi^rt (e.g., by creating a turiet with.an above-gipund; 
greenbelQ rather-thari diyidihg communib'es and creating eyesores (e.g./elevated-fracks). 

We>would'appreclate;more\time:tQ articulate toeseMdeas. 


ii 

lJ-1 

ft 1 


ft 


PETITION: Npl'so feisti 
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Hiankyou. 


71 


Back1o/s?gnature list 


J 


0,2 


Noeleyation.v^undergraund OtC 
-7Q. BacktO'signature‘iist 

High-speed rail is-tmportartti-fauf ifshould be undergrounded in Uffcan and suburbaP:areas,such as.the^F*eninsu!a. ^ ^ ^ 

68 ■ : Back.to signature list 


{•am concerned abotrf the nbise.levels that a frequent, higb-speed train may cause; andthat elevating the train;may. 
diyide%^p;omhtt!Pi^'h Half; Sia.kipgiif impos^ble to walk or bicycle between adjoining ’neighborhoods, and to the^ie.tbil 
shops along El-Gamino Real near Meadow and Alma in Palo Alloi^ I am also-concerned abouHhe 75 i! rail corridors J 
requited andiproper^'Seizures thatimay be required. 


Hi 


Xfaihsshould run oyerthe fnajor freeways or in industrial areas,:hol In.residential areas. 

66 ' 


Backto^sigriatureJist 




Back to signature list- 


HSR,'jfeleVated,'.Will have extremely detrimental impacfon neighboring resi,d,eritial-areas. Tunnel orTrench should bej j,' 

the preferred way-in residenlial.areasi. //rAC 

6$; Backto signature list 

Please keep high speed rail qut.of our backyards. Runningalong a freeway.or underground would be acceptable. ^ 

T^MI 


62- 


Back-to signature list 


There;are S'^key issueshere: 1) Were. we given ail of the facts-before we voted? 2ps itLsafe forthe.corhnnutiltie,s.? ;3): 
Qoesjt Shhance the dorhmuhilies? i believe .the answer to be "NO"-on all counts. We have too many "accidents’with 
(slower).trains as it is. While’l would approve a high:speed railM don’t Want it corning through oiir neighborhoods and 




SanJose? 














J 

51 
















Back to slgriatu^ list 

ti 


baby bullet trainwhlch Is already here'; 

45 


J 0**7 


Back to signatuia Itst 


my home abukitje current GaLTrain ROW. I'm very concerned about howit-will effect my home life^and‘ttie:,valtiedf-,my^,^|i 


home. 

41 


- ; ‘ Backdo signature list 

|f isJmportahtlfe^Hlk^^^ bxatpine the issue's of this high'speed'train thfough'^oUr town,-Palo Alto. ^ ^7 


40 


Backk signature list 


P&)'iYION:-Notsc)Ta'syMghS[»^!B^lfr0^Sw,r]iridsea,1d;SarrJQsa 
Pai»M* .br flnP«aBi»l ; - v 
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iddn't think.thatsuc^ a tall stfiJCtu^e^tHrough tfie m^dlaof PaloAltd'js a good 
SB 




BacJctb signature list 

/ 

;the"pn|yop#o considered*- 

29 ■ signature list 

^ ^ 2 

R^gtOnd your hpmfe;is.on thO.lraCk and^hovy hpnibie it would beto suddenly haVe'an eievated.traOkMnyybUr backyard widi J ^ M<h o 

all tiie negative visual and audio; 4/* 'u. 


20 


iBacIttP signature list 


^^OpfoM 


dtstrdngly Ouppo.rt^he petitidhi I waO'.Tvejy'd.isappOinted by theSarita Glara HSR meeting. Tbe.fifst speaker came acypss; . _ ^ 

as-uninfomied'pr intending foobfuscatei With so little information fPrthcomfngt there Is no.justification forHfie March Otti^ 
rde.a'dli,he!pla(:^jd upon Op'mmUQi^InpUtaHhis stag 1 


^2 

Tl.meejctenslph .is absolutely necessaiy.. 

■n : 

Our homes andynalg'hborhpodsjshpuid .npt shoulder the b'urderi for this ehtire prPJect. 
7 


Back to signature list 


Backtp signature list 




Backtosignature list 

A':sb^reifiecpncema Of myooighbours about quality and that.suppbrt the extension of the d^d/ineto'1 ft.7 

diacussthls Importantissue.. 

2 ' Back to signalurejist 


Tfie High/Speed'Rail will!adversefy afect-the property-values of many people, visually ruin the city, add noise, and dusC 
No. one wants 10 livO^neanhighispeed trains: lOnning through. at:i 26 o)i).es'per hour. If- it is bujit.please puHunnel It or put 
itloamoro-rural.area. . 


lit 

vVi7>c . ‘ 








;tL 




RETmON: Mol so^fesHa^pe^'^n.fiWn Ssrt Fra'ndsco fo;Safl 3os« 
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■Not;So Fastr; High Speed .from San. Francisco Joae 


2009 


Petition 


6 2003 

We, the undersi^neji, state'the following: : 

]J:5Y l_ 

i. We are'unequivocally opposed to rthe efeyatioh ofithe traefe;in:resi^tiaI/.nCTgfibbrfiood|. We 

’ believe that the bifufcadng effect of a;high; waU.;}od.\overhead through oiirci^ 

as well as the negative visyi|ahd audio qual1ty;of,|jfe. 

ii. We.urge the HSR-^Uhotitytp’hibre actiYeLy/enpge of tfi'^ffe^^d . 

communities and residents. Xo this end, ‘ 

' : Cla'fa, San-Mdteo and5anXrand|'^p#t!nft&i^ft'fyfhy^^^^dt#^J§i®^p);fof:tn¥^'- 
• ' Francisco to~Saa Jose segment pdpXXQ Xtl;;aGeeptance;: i^|U^,ng;th^i^pjion.'tb^yote/‘no,bu^ 

-iii, ' V^e feqCiesf that the extretpely short March 6: deadline b'ee^'f ended; i 

9,0-days tqpnsure that suffiaent^dme-is provided;to.inform the cltizbhry'of the effects of the 
, ,:H1gh;Spepd;Katl^ystfem andthatprocessesa ’ < *- 

. businesseland schoois rnpstdmm^ by the HSR areablp to pypNOde det^^ 

commentSXo^the-Authbrity.i . - 


^1 


f mzc 
'■ .< i^jUrv^k^. 

tkiM 


Signatures 


Erha!i.:(6pt!onat) 


^Address 


.,CS j-^Name- 


li'il 


>‘yv\rtvtc:4^' 




rtUgo“*<1 


VQ>?6. 




DfstrlhOted by Charleston Meadqwi^^spcfetlbnf . Rind us online at-wwwicharlestonrr^adoW^^v, - 
tlontact: cm3board^5>google^ou^icQFfe ;plegse:^etE^r^:CompIeted.pet^t^s■to~:^^^^'/Par^gBlml^aloAlto. 









NotSoFast - Hij 


tf2. 

f#l 


i)e.lieve that the bifurcating.effect of a high’wait ahci;:OY6fllead:trains cutting.through ouf city,- 
as;WeU as'the negatiye visuaL an.d audip: impacts, are^d^tfimental to our quality qf life. 

■We tii^e the HSR Authority to:mpre actively, engage :and listen to the cQncerhs.pf the affe,cj:e<f 
Cobiniuhities.ahd.residPht'sJ To this. end,, we believe it is imperativethat the.cftizens oj^nta' 
Clara, San Mateo arid S^n: Francisco counties ratify by poJaulaF yote.-^ny progosai forltK^i^sSif'' 
Francisco to San Jose^segrnent.p.tipr'to^l^^ acceptance> including-the Optipn'-t'oyole-“hO bDildf 
\ye reque^ that the. extremely s^ort :March 6 .deadline be extended for at least-a.n:eddi,tio?ial. > 
90:day.s\t0.enyjre tbat suffiiSentfime is. provided to 1nforin'the clttzenry of the.effects of-the 
High Speed. Rail system and. thitfe processes are put;in place to.ensure.'that residents, 
busirt,esses; andischppls rn.pst irnijn'edjately affected by the‘HSft .are .able fp'prpyidedetailed 
comments to the Authority. " 




Signatures 


Name 


Address 


Email (opribnar 






i-; > 






c.ia'tipm Find.iispnlmeatwww.chariestbnmeadows.drg: 
PJeasereiurn cPnQ)ietedpetiti'oDS to; 4118 ParkBlvd,,Faio Aitp. 


'ooslegrouDSii 


Petition 





Wej the undersigned, state the foUpvying:: 





















PetttiQn>«^ 


, Vi^e, ti\e undersfgne'd; state.the followings 

piTtfi'e tracKs in residential neighborhoods. We 
believe 'tfia’t th'e bifurcating^^fct pffaibigh.'wall and;,cWerfieai:f trains cutting throp^ft our dty, 
as well as the-^ne^tiVe A^s^Pand audio^mfeai^/ace^d'etiii mente of life. 

We urge the HSR Aui^oi^t;o rnofe actively engage'and listen tb the cbhc'ems'of the affected' 
comjnunities'and.re^^^ils.. Xp'tbis end,,yv'e,belieyejt;is that the citizens of-Santa. ! 


Ekt^i4 

Ml 

/•(wfH-b'd 

A/^ 






are jSutih'plac^ tp ensure that feddents, 
ffectediby the'HSft are able- to provide d^efcailetl- 


-bp^npefits to-the: Au'thpnbir;: 


•• 


^■•Signatures 

•-Address ••. 


ilM 



f. * 




W;^ 3 r 

: C»;, ‘s'. 





m 


£MtfS) i 


mdfi 



im 







sv'ite. rA 








miiMMVU • . ilkil 4 c flru, 3 „ i ; 

■ 

W$\ 









■ ■: 

/B 4 /HAn/LT^/'. A/,a^L 7 Z 3 , .C^, '' 7 ?^.'?a>? . 



.M' 4 1 Wv. ^ /j,a, fl-? ad & 

t 




M 5 | 



^ IV K ’.k 'f >r ‘M ^ 

■t6| 

i|i(i 


liL^ f S .KS /vil V J"/?*/!--, 

17 | 




T 8 J 



/•^Sd •W*x*VL.« 4 k.. /kt Oi»:/j •/ /vf A 3 s 
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We, •■£h$)und€,i^'gned, si^te theTotl®|f^:f.{Cr- 

. ^.. _ , '^^®-®^®'^a^onofthetrac)^,]aresi^eptial\neighb'orhoc^ 

be,tieye tJi.at the bif^rca^ng.^ffect.^'g high waU and overhead tlfains ctrttiog,through 6u\z] 
as V/eU,as the-negative Visual, arid, audio impat^^^are^detiijh.eptartd our qualiiy-of, life':; 

We urge the HSI? AOthority. to niore-ac,t:iye[y'epgage’ah the concerpSipf .thd affiecti 

communities, and t^s1dents*..To.thi:s,:^ndi:;we-^'eli.eye|t;is;;imperatWe that.the 
Clar^ San Mateo and San Francis,cpjj^^tl.ri^es ra^^ by popular -vote any proposal for*the'San 
Frbpiisco jo Jose 5egm.entp^drit9^gs;acde^tan,c^^ the option, to vote '‘no 




f^^TU. 




an.additional 


itp,?erisur^that';res)dents, 
Sft*are able to'proyide detailed 


comments to .the'. Authority. 


Signatures 


Address 


















yv.e dre unequivocally oppcw^ %o the elevation of the tracks-in residential neighborh,oodsl V/e- 
belfevethatthe'-biforcating eff^ of a high vyftU.and.overKeadtralns’.cuttihg;through our city,- 
as;weUasihenega,tiye-visual.and audid,Tn)pacts,, are detrimentarto our quality of llf&, 

We'ur^ethe. HSR Authdrity-to rpore.actively engage:.and listen to^heconcerns of,the af^ded" 
communities and residents., we believe it-is imperafiye that^e qtijens of Saqta 

.Glara, Mat^^and^^^^d;|"scb;cburiHes^r^^ popular vote any proposal for the San 
Francisco b 'ShoJose’Segment prior to its afeG'epta(xqe> ^Jho > - I 


C^dest'that‘^e.-e^repi^^jshod/^pril .S^deadlipe'be^eirtended-fbf it{least'^?addit!ipnai? 

60^da^;tp ensurq'^at s'u^p|n|?ffmie^is^proyid^ the drizenry-of the effecfeifth 

in'place t6:en'sure:that'resident3.j 

,bd^iness6s :^d,schools mostd^rnediately affected by the HSR. are able toproYider.detailed 
comments totljeAiftKontY; 




4ddres^. 



















'We,-iiie:undereigned, 

1. We are ^unegutyocally opposed -to^'yie eleyation-of the^tracks -in re.sideritial‘ri^g|iboirh‘ockis;-,^ 
believe that'the bifurcating effec:f:Pf a high^^yvSiU andi.pve^ead trains'pur'atyi 
as,,weil,as '^e n'egative visual and audio impaclSi are.delfeentaUb our-qu^Wlof life: , 

\1i'. HS|i'Authanty to'more acti\rely'eng^^and li5ten;to^&p5nc^|ns'ofdTeiaffected, 

'''c6itiB^i&eS.and residents. Td^his.end, weibelieveit fsimp^ 

’ ■ Clara,“San*Mated;and San Frand^b counties ratify by pppul^r Vbte an?-proposal forthejS^ 

^ ' Ffandscoi tb'San Jpse.segment:'pnor tb its acceptan'ee;,'iindiuding.the opti.on tp Vote “no-. 


.I^etitipn y*rsfon 2- updated Jo reflirt nw Aadltno- 


msc 




Address; 


Sigfiatufii 


































NotSo Fast- HigWSp:e 0 d RailfromSaiiPranciscota San Jose I 2009 


Petition 


We, the undersigned, state theTpllowing: 


We^a're.unequiYocallyppp.osed to:theefe\(Mcfn'df tHe ttacksih'-resIdenttahneighborhoods. We 
betieye -that the'biifurcadog-effect ;qKa ^4^P^j?|l^ead’^^a^ns cuttfo^ through’.oup a'ty» 

as weltcas-the-negative yisual ahd;audio4mfa^^-:ar^^ to*ur quality of 1]% ;, 

•We'Ur'^e<the HSR-Authontyrtamo're^^qdveiy'^ag^cirt'dftiStentd 
.e6mrtiuhiti'es and.-residents. tottfifsMhd^We'be^^ye 

Clara, San Mateo and San fraiTCfsco'cdunties radfy:^ popular vote any pfoposatfd'r fhe-^n. 
;Frandseo to 5an Jose segment prior tp.ijts acceptance, ihctuding the; option to;ydte ^no fauildf. 
We request that-the extremely^short March b.deadHrie be':6)(tehded for afi least ah additional 
9t)'day5‘.to ensure that sufficient time is: provided to infprrn the ■dinzenry^of the effects pf the - 
High Speep:Rail systernand that :p_rbGe^ses..are;p_utin p.lacdtoensijre that re^dentSi 
.businesses and schools rnosti'mrnediately-affected by the-HSR.-are':abte.fo, provide detailed, 
corhments to the Authority. . - 


fr7 


Name 


Address 




4t<i;7 BJyx? - ^Ar 

\ : fA-0g S^VP » 


TKVEI^ 


V\YShi»y) 




Ugfu ■ ,1^ 
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X.Ur l^Uq 
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Distributed by Charleston Meadows ^soclation., Fmd.usbriline^ Www-.charlestonmeadDw^.org 
Contact; cmaboayd@googieCTOtiPSfcbrn . Please retarri cbm’pieted:pet]'ttohs tor 4'118 Park Blvd,-Palo Alto 




$yaerli>h4\ 




W 


d- 


















Not So' Fast - -Speed Kaii from San-]Francisco to San j 


2009 


Petition 


We^. thewnd'^r^gned^ state the follow^ . * ' - < p/'i/ 

••• •. % •. ' T 

i; V/fe are unequiyt^aUi^qpposed,to th'e elevation of the trackS'in residential-neighboi^hoods; 

believe that the.blfurcating effect of a high wall and overhead-trainicutting tHrqugbjour.d^, j ' ^ 
as well -as thenegati^e visual -and audio impacts, are detrimental to our quality^ofltflkj J 
ii. We urge-the HSR Authority to rhore actively engage and,listeo td .the. tobcerns of teelffected '1 - ^ 
communities qnd residents;: To this end,' we beileyeiTtisyimp^pative .tba^ of Santa li-7 

Clai^f 5ah.Mateo::and :San Franciscd cbunttes ratify‘by; pq’piian^ forthe San 

Ffb'hc1^b,f<:|Sdn!^^Jbs'e segrhenbpriorj:^^ acceptance, ihdUidTngf^tRe^epfiop 1» vrt “no<buijld”‘» . \ 

iiiv ■Wb'r^uest-thafeth'ee)d'feriiefehpd’iMateh6:;deadlme?be'ei<,teh|^]^ “?< 

!90 dfys to epsp)^,that:suffi.meqfriine^Tis*-pip:^'ded, to inform'the 
' Hi'ghiSp^iRbti.^tem'arld^'a^pfqcKsqs/a^^ . - 'f/'bji 


■ -- 

bysinesseiand schoo'U most imm;ediaM^atfectedfby.the HSR arerable to^ prayiSe :detailed 
.comments to-die Authority'. 1 ■ 


Signatures 


Fmall 


Name 
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Distributed by Charleston Meadows ifeoclation. -Find us ontlneiat www.chariestonmeadows.org 
Contact: cmaboard@goog'legrouDs.tbTO. pfeas$ retum compieted-petltlons to; AliSsPark SIvd; Palo Alto. 






































Petition 


We, th.e ur\detsjgn.fed,. state ihe’'fpUq}wing: 


We are uhequivocally.opp'cKed to.thfe elevation of the-tracks.in residential neighborhoods^; We 
believe that-the bifyfGatfhg. effect'pf a high waU ’andioverhead trains cutting through our.dty, 
as Well as the^negat|ve;y.fsual and, audio impactsy are detrimental .to;pur quality of life.. 
We-urge'.the HSK Authority to; more actively engage and listen to thexonGerriS.of'tiie^affed:ed{ 
eommunities arid residehtsv To this:end, we.bc.tieve it imperative that tHexitizenS ,of Santa. 
Clara,.San Mateo and San- Ffandscq counties racifyiby popular Vote any.'^fbpOsal^fO'rXth.e^San 
Frandsco tp San Jose'.segrnentprio.r tpits acceptance, includingfhe optipO'tp voter'‘no build?’ 
We request that thejextremely shorC'March 6.deadline be extended^fonatileaslan,€dditional, 
90. days-to ensure -that sufficient tinie is pVovfdeditd'irifpfmitHe cififfin^ofT:^ of the 

Highspeed, Rail ^sterh and that proteges are put ih-^la.ce to'ehsufe.fehat, residents, 
b“usinesses'aDd s€hppis“i7^oSt tmmediateLy‘affected by th® ;HSR ®te .able fb provide detailed- 
comfxients to the Authority; 


Signature's 


Emaitvfdptionaf 


Address 


Hafrie 








^-n^i 


fX5 2 


Wstributod-.by Gharleaton'Meadows.Association,. Fmd.us-ohUne at ■w^^icharleaton^eadoi^.org- 
C0ittadt; Gtngbaafd@go&dIegr‘6ti'ps.coirt; Please jetuinrcb^Dpletedjpetitfe^^ Park Blvd,\P^o’Alfo. 



iwxl' 4- 
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Cr^ 

Cf. 


1^6- 


















petition We,.the undersigned, statetheYoUovy^ing: 

i. We arf ^bqequjv^dGalty to the dteVatiori'iOf the.tracla.inTesidential nelghboitiQp'dsi'. .We 

believeftfet^the bifufcat!ng>effe<:t of a high and' overhead .trains;cutting through .our dty, 
as well a‘^the negatiye Visual arid 'audio iit»pacts,f.a|:e.detr1mental to ourquality of life. 

li. \Ve ui^e the i.HSR' Authpritv io pipTe aGtively engage' apctfisten tO;the cpnceros of the affected 
GOmniUpItlpSiahdjteside.hts. Tothiseri'd, we;teiieVeit>is..inipetatiVe-that the citizen's of, Sant^. 
.ciara,,Saft;Matep;ahd S 2 j.| Fraridscb.coun'ti.eff ratify-by popular-vote-ahy proposal for-fheSan . 
Fra‘nGi5c6:t65a"n Jose segrfidfit prior td ife :aceeptah‘ce,.ineludiria‘the option to vote “no. 
build”.. ; ■' 


We request that thetextremely short April 6. deadline,beexteh^ at least,gri additional- 

bp days* to. ensure th^t; sufficient is .providec! to in'forixivth.e eitizerirv of the effecis pfthe 

High -Sb.eed R^tl; system and that, processes are put in plate to ensure that residentsy 
pusinesses .and schools hiost immediately affected by the-HSR are able to provide detailed- 



. cdtfifnehts to the Authority. 



.'Date 

Signatures / 

Address , , r 


t 




: ■ 2 




. 3. 





.. 4 




5 




6 

M 



. 7 



hd(Di & 

*8 


W'/%. , - 

'./O f 




(M ^ 




^ //6/ Mo'ditrHT/ 

. 11 

IP 


' ^d>3- mt> fmi f ^ 

, ';i2 



JtiM ' {Mabi iJit 0 . . 

13 



dri^O 

1 drU-i} c^dAdd 

14 




15 




lb' 




17' 


M-S'r 


’W -^93^ ' ': ■ 

18 



2 ‘O^-^ Mk &z AA 

1.9 

& 


fic. . 9<R(:s-^. . 
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Petition vtoien 2 -upiJat*<ito^eeifM;w<j.adiir»* ':^e> the.underslghed', State the folloWihg: 

L - Ws'are unecfuivocaUy^opp’osed-to the.elevation of the-trcEcte.in resj<fential neigh6pi;6(^!c!s- -We 
beUeVe that the-bifurcating effect of a high walt and^overhead. trains-cutting’^irou^H.oOr'.cityi, 


as'v/ell as the^negative'visual aVid^audfo.impaets, are.:detrirhentci.l to our quality of fe. '' J ' 

We urge the HSR/AMthpnty'to more^etiyely engage^^ to the concerns-of the affeas’d H 

cofnmuciities afidTesidents. .Td-this end,, we-believe itds imperative that the citizens of-^apta, 1^7 
Clara, SahMaedahd'San Fraheisto-counties ratiifyiby popular,ypt^any.pfoposal'for.th^,an. ' 
Frahascb to Sari Jose: segment prior to its acceptaric.e^ includingjthe.rbpripn to vote ’‘W 


We request that fhereXtfeYneiy short April 6 deadline'belextehded for atteast an additiohal’^’^ 
6p days to epsute.that.sdffident "tirne fs.;provided'tojnfpfrn the dtizenry d effeas of/flTe 

Bi'gft Speed Raii.^tein'arid .that prdcessesere put in place to ensure that reride^ . 
businesses, and ikhoolsf most jmrnediatelyiaffected by the .HSR-are able to- provide- det^l^dV; 
cpmments'to the Authority. ■ - 


Date. Signature^ 


Address- 




AsVl^ fati> 




















Petition'VOTrwz T„upd*t«d nriv'<i*a<lUna 


We are uoeqqiVocatty .opposed to the eleyatioii 
belfey©tbat’tlie;.bi|dfcatMgefireGti>df-.^^^ 
;aS‘y/eU->ai;t6e!;negati^e visual aod^audio.lmpac 

We:urge'the nSR-Authority '.to, more actively en 
.communities and residents-. Tp this end, we bi 
Xilara, San: Mateo and'Sah FkahpsG6,:C0Unties ra 
Francisco to Sap iose/segmeht prior^to itsaccJ 
bmd’\ ^ . i 




fii.- Wejrequestfhat: the. extremeiy short April 6 de 
60 d^ysto ensureithat sUfffdent.time is prbVid 
Hfgh Speed Rail system arid th^t p/OGeSses-are; 
: businesses and-schools most-immediately affec 
comments to the Authority; 





































Not So Fast- High Spe^?Raii feomSan Francisco to San JoTse ‘ 


Petition 


W^, the undersigned, state thajfoJ.lowing: 


Jcoiprrtents-tqi^-Authon'ty. 


i i^all foptidnaO; 


Name 




W£. 


7/- 


4118 P&VVBlVd, PatoAfto. 


' '' ' 1 '* 



\ 



• , i 














ACt 

.' " V 

&ccv4/ 

3'ga-'^ 





- -—t 

1 





: .. ■ T 

_- 

■Jl--":... 

.H 

’ j X 5 r ” ' 
















Not So Fast - High Speed Rail fromfen Franeisco:tO San Jose J 20^09 


Petition 


We,theundersigDed/-s):atethe.fb1l^ ■ < ; ■ ’ . ^ 

U We are uneqeiyi^aity opposed to the elevation of'the tracks in. residential nef^^rtiobcfe. We‘ 
believe that thp bifurcating effect of a high l and overhead traihs.scdpingt^tpugh^^ City, 
■as well as:the negattye yisual and audio impact ;>■ afe ,d.etiiiTiental-to our^pii^lil^rpf life; 
if. We urge ,the?HSR Authority to-niore activelyeh age^:^,^Usfen to.the, cprieeMsVoffee affec|ed; 
comrriunities and residents. To thls-end, we;bf ieYeitSy j|ni^rative, tha;t fee,dte 
Clara, 'San Mateo and Sah Fraridsco counties ra i^^by popdiaV Vote any p'roposalfer the'^hJ :■ 
Frandsco to San Jjose se^ent prior to'fta. acce iCah^e, IhGiuding the opjibn to>yofe '^ncf build”. 

I'ih We request that the, extre.melyshQ'rt March S d adline Ke. exteiided'for at least an :additldnat 
90 days; to ensure that suffidertt: time is providi d tp.infernri-thecdtizenry-Ofeff^ bWe 
.High Speed Rail system,-and thaiprocesses are j ofirJ place^.tb ensure thatteddepts; - ■ 

^ ■ businesses and schools most .Immediafely.affect 5d..by the HSR.are.able.to, provfdeidietailed, 
commetttsrtd the Authority; ^ - 


-pt 

■ A4/U}^ 
/IkJIC 


Signatures 


Name 


Address, 


Ernail (optional; 


3SOC* eA^OifLA'h y/lcU 










9:M clPor)£i tif 




Ois'h'ibuted by'Charies.tghA^eadqyy's Assoclatlon. Find us onlini rat wwwxharJestohmieadows^org 
Cont3d:; emaboard@e6oglegrol:ips.com . Please return comple :ed petitions tot "AilS Park'Blvd, Palo Al^, 
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SiWis__- 
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:P,G^tlOny«r33bn'2~'ued«t»d'tQren»ane^ dead tins 


•We,' the under: {sned,'State the-fciUc»OTn'g:-'' 

*.>•'. ,* ‘s, ' 

We-are unequi^ocaUyopposed tothie eleyatipn^ flbetracksvin^residentiai n^ghboHipods. We - 
belleye that the bifureatmg-effeGtof a high wal| iand^oyechead trains eufctingdhrough'.our city, 
as well as.'the negatfxe y!sual-and';audio impacts. are detrimental to pur quality of life..' > ' 

We urge the HSR'Suthonty. to.more actively en^ ige and tist'en to theiconcems pf the affected ^ 
iGOfrununitiesjand resident. TP-this end,. we:Be( eye it is imperative that the dti^s-of^ta i 


lif; We request.^hat the extremeily sKoft April 6 dee Ifibe be extended for at leart an additional 
• $Q da^- to ensure thatsuffiqeht b'nte isiprpvfde i:tp infpriTi:the dtizenry of t^ eife'cts;|of-the 
Bigh Speed Raii system and that prpcesSesiare’p Jt;in;plaPe tp:ensprfe th'at;fesidervts> . 
businesses and schools,most;iit|hiediate|.y affectj d by the HSR are ahle td^fovidedetailed 
, corriments to the Authority* . ^ i : ■ - , 


Signatures 


Address 




m^Mr4 






MM 


Kkikii-iMME. 


: 0 





































Petitfon Y«r«on2-.upd»i^ta>;^hW<wdito*' \Viei-the Dnde^gned, ^state the 

i. We are uneqtrivocallir oppose^a-'fe.the eleyadon 9;f t^e tr|gte;)n.resTdendal.neighb.brhoods‘: .We 
believe that the bifurcating effect qf a fiigh w; UUnd’overhead-trafns- cutting#^ugb ouraty; 
as well as the negab'Vb ’^sUai a'nd'aud^ impacS s, are detfihibntk-to our qualify of life. 

ii. - We urge the HSR.Aufh'orit5f^t6 ffiore actively en jage and listen to’the concerns'of tha“aff^ted’ 

^ communities aqdiresidehts, To this:end^_web( Heye. it isirnperative tKatrttie^citizehs of Santa i ^’7 
•Clara, S^>Mat€b;^ahcf;San:.Frah‘^^^ pbuntfesifa lif^^j^-'pqpular yote.any:pnopps,al for^the San 

• Frandscotb-SanJbse segment p’lior to its:acce )|an’Ge>'ihciuding'the qpdonto yote “no 
builds ' .4 


'#■/ 


Wef^Oe^bhat thdiejctrerhely shbct April 6.de idline be«>rtended for at leas^ .ap addidbnal, 
60 da^ to ensure ;that sutfideht..b'me is provid ?d to inform the dyzenry pf't^ effects df the 
Hfgb S^ed Rail sy^em arid' that processes are lut iq place to pnspre that residenfS,- 
businesses.and'schodTs most immediately affec ed by/thb HSRriare able to proyideidetailed . 

































Not so Fast;. Califomja High-Sp;ee4 Rail 


Petition 


We, the undersignedyvststethe fbQpvrthg: 


We-are unequivoGall^-oppdsed to the.ele«t|on'c f.thfr'tradks.in.^esidential heighbomood^.' 
beiibvf that the' Mfurcatipg .effect of a high and- overhead trains ^uftihg through our'dty^ ' 

as villas the'negativeMsual and audio impact^ lare detrilTfehtel'to-^ of life. 

We urge the HSRAuthorit^.ito more'acfcive.ly .engl of the affected. 

com'munitiesandfe^Merfti^^^ vye.bet^e-^^m^ratjVethaltlfe^ 

Clara-, SanMateo:And^San5randsGa:eoant:i» ra|5'i^|^,ORularVbte any propbsal-fo 
Francisco to'5ar^Jp|e:segmentprior ^fjc^'LWctudihg-tiVebbtioh'to “no build”. 

We Truest that;^^.e>^femeiy-shbrt^^ bljhe b'e.^ended'fbr-at: ieast-an-additio'nal 90 

dajs to ensure that sufficient time ts.providedtt :trtfOfTn: the citizenry of thd'.effects of thaHight 
-Speed Rail system and^hait pTdciKseS are put in| slace to ensUrethat fesidehts, businesses and 
■schodls mbs.t iinm.ediately’i.affebl^ by the HSR ai e able to provide detailed comments to'the 
AMthdfi.tVi - ' 


Signatures 


yci‘~ CMS- 

/6-P-$ '^4 ^ I h‘tv Qs^^hl ^■ 4 '?' 

/u lS 2 d ^fi)d i^L. 






/I A.' IJ 


G^Ufornla High Speed Rafl R'e'titibh prepared by Chariertoi 


bMea’dpwS'Association 



















Not So Fast- High Spegd Rail from gmFr'aiiGisco, to San4o.se- 


Petition, 


Vfei’state fd 

■ f. I^e" ^r&unequivodally^opposedfo the elevatiqnj theitraGks.fcesidential neighbqrhcw^s.'. ‘We ^ 
■believe'that the bifurcating effect of a-.high v^a l:'anci oVerh^e;ad-trains;GUti'ng-th oundty,-" " 

■ .&.weU.asthe;negatfye.v1sualari<i:a(idjotmpact2l‘are d,etriif)entaltq:Oi:iFqUaHty‘oflife. . 

-li.c We.urgethe'HSR'Adthorityfto.m6tel;ac6vei:y.eqlage-and:|iisten'to:;th‘e,eoncernsp^-.tb^affe,cted^'' ^'fi- 
' ■ ddmmUnjdps.apdresfdeni3::Tiothis;end/we:bfeieve:itiY'impqi:ativethatthB':dtfzep^^^ 

Clara, S,an Mateo and -San Frandsco- counties ;ta) ify by pdpdtai^ptfe: any proposal for the'San'’ / ^ ^jO^r 
Francisco to Sah Jose segment prior tb its accel tan:ce>-'ihcluding;tlh,e;opdon.to-vbte^ "no J. 

■^biiild’V . ‘ ^ -I^ ' 

ill. ‘We‘ request that the extrethely sbqrt, March' 6 ,di :adiinei|'e|extep,ded^.^^^ least an a3^,ti6n.al / , 

:9tJ-days^to;ensure that' suftiti'ent ■tirri'e js providt d tp'info'i^^thejpitizenry of the effects of the0 / * 
Sfgh^Speed.Railsystemand'rtti'at-RrQCeK^^ 


businesses ;and schools most Ifti'rfiediateiy affedj |d ;By the,: H,SR;;arq'^,blfe. tp-pr^,^^^ 
comments to the Autferjty;,' ^ \ t.-• .oiC'lr^ 


Signatures. 


Name* 


hi afwy^;.Cha‘rIestonmeadbtt/s.oi^ 
letedi petltfons to: 4118,f?ark Blyd, Palo Alto, 


■p 


11 *• 

. <• .V 4 > V 




































WeurgetheHSgiAuthon.ty tQmore aOTveiy.eMsasE v.- w.—^ / ^ 

communities and”msidents. iQthis-epd; m bi liey.e.itns itTjperatiye.thabthe citaeos.rf Sap 
Clara, San Mateo and SanlFranascbicounties^ dfy by pppuiar vbte any proposal for the Sap 
Fratfc'isco to Sah Jose segment pnpptP'iSacde 3tance;;J|cluding the option to vote no 

bund”i' " ' : /"'V',:. ■ ; 

V/e requesfctfiat tbejpirtreT'ely short, April 6,* adhneitepSndedfpratte^ 

6b:days torehsare that sirfeMent tSrde is.pr^^^^ sd to ihfpcfn the citiz^^^^^ » 

MTifesoeedfesystem-andthatpiticessesiareipatinplpce^t^^^^ ■ 


^Signatures 




f 









































Not'so Fastr California High Speed Kail 


Petition 


the undersigned, statethefoUdyving: , ] 

i.. V/eiare^unequiyocaUx'ppposiM to the etevetipivl f th'e.tracks.in resi^ential'neighbtS'hoods; :We 


/Wf^ 


communities andvresidehtSv To this tenyjL^e^eljeye i.t iS;irhperati?/e=that^^e'dtizens;ot Santa, 
Clara, Sah'Matto'-antf San FjancTscofcp'uri^^ v jiyrpppularyote any.pi;oppsarTorthe.San 
•FrandscotO San JoS'es^mehC pnpr.to its.-aGce'^ ahce^incrudihg the optfc^^tp 
We request that-Vhe e)h:remely'sti,oVbWarcii 6 de difne be extend^'f.or attteastian:additndhal.:90. 
dav^ to ensure thabsuffiqehi timej^iprpvide^ infdrm the dtireniy of^tVe effect of the High 
.'Speed!.Ra1(rSystem and that,prqq^es are put in jiace'to ensu.wthat rodents, busipemsand 
.sdipols most immediately affected by the HSR a e able toj provide detailed comrhents to the 
Authority. . ’ . I - 1; 


Erhali (opt) 


Street Address 


Narnie 






ifyi' 


California High Speed Rail Petition prepare.d„by-dharlesto| Meado.ws AssodatIon 
















Not'So Fast- Higji Speed,S pFr^ds.cd to San Jose 


Petition 


Vfej, .the uride'rsigned, .sj;ate.*the foUoMng; 


.We'-,are anequivocaUy ppposedstovtbe elevatiqfi bf the tracksjn residential neigh'borhoAds., Ws' 
.believe .that the' bifurcatlng effeet-of a high m I and overhead trains cutting th.rpugh our dty, 
as well as the negative-visual and. audio impadt i, are detrimental to our qualit^’offlife. 

We utgeVthe HSR Authority to mdr.e actively en ageland listen to the-.GOppems bf'the::affeeted-^ 
5cdmmi3rti,tj^ an'd: r^identSj, To this eh'd, we\^ ieveit is imperhti'if^^^tithe ’citizens^of^'Santaf^ 
.Claray-San’Matep and'San FrandscQ Gount’.es'T^ ify by popular Vote ahy-proposal for therSan.'i . - 
Francisco to -San Jose segrnentap^Hpr-to. its acce ^tancej-vincluding the opl6on. toArote. 
W^i^equest thatthe extremely|^sh.bS^^^rch 6 d adiih'e'be,e:^tehded foKabfefst anfadditidnaCr 
90 days to-ensure^hat si^fidehl: ti^’e isproNdd d- torihfo^^he. citizenry, 'ofthe^ffects of the' 
High .Speed Rail iSysteni and; that' processes, ate; ut ih place;to epsurp that residenitsj; 

.bpsihesses and schools rtidstitpniediately. a^^ 2 d, by the BSR^arfe able-.to provade detailed 

comments, to the Authority. ^ j: .i- :. ’ ^ 


Signatures 


Email (optfohai; 




DFstribuTpd by Charleston MeddoWsAssocidtion. Fji d,us ohllnexat 
w-wwvchtirlestonmeadows.org ^ 

GoritQct: cmabo'ard'@aooalearoUPS.com . Ple;dse.rt durn’cipfcipleted Rbtitions to: 4118 Pdrk 
Blvd,Fbio Alto,.- ' ' , ' I f 


























Not so Fast; California Highspeed Rail, 


Petition 


junderdgnedi state the followng^x . ' [ = - 

Vye are unequiypcaUif oppose i0he-tracks:irtresidentfathelghboitioods;; We 

beli^e\thatthfr*bifurcatlng'effect-'of a high.Wal and oyerhMd trafns-CUttihg;through>^ur city, r 
as welt;as the TJegstiveryisual arid audio impact arfe-detiihiehtabtQ',our quality of life. . / 

We urge the‘H5R''Aulho't^^ to^more'actjvelY ehg ige-and listen to the (roncerhs of^the affected-H 
communittes--and<res0enitei to thisr^Hd,: We be eve.it i5.imperative;that tH^qitizehs Santa' -^7 
Clarei SaniAateo-and Sari Franciscd.Gduhties rat fy by pdpiiiar Vote ahyjprepowtTor the San 
FrandscoteSan Jose segment; priorWifcs accep lance, including;the opinohte'Vbte tho build”v 
WeteQU^'-that the ektrernbiy shpit,^ idline be extended fpciable^t an additional 90*^ . 
-days to ensure that sufficient time is prpidded, t ■ inform, the dtireniy of the-^fects .oftheHigb 
^SpeOifBail system and-thatprocessesi^are^p^ in >iaGe to ensure that'residerits'^budneSsesand 

e'abie to provfdfe'detailed'Commente'to.the' 




schools mosfcirnrnediately’affected by, the HSR 
Authority.- , . 


Signatures 


Nairie 


‘m/A ' 




California Hi 


Meadoyvs Association 






























Not So Fast - High Speed Rail from pii Frand&tp Jqse 


2009 


Petition 


We, the undersigfied, state the following; 


I. We are unequivocally pppose.d.t05the-el.evat1pni t^;fracj^.inr,tes}deotfaUnefghbor^ We. 
believe^thatHthebifurGating effect of a highiv/^ tahy.;cr?eftea*d:t'rEiihs cOtting-thfbugh our d^; 
as Well as the negative:visual and audioimpad i arg detp'EnentSl to our.q^ of life, 

ii.; • We utge the;HSRvAuthOrt^^'to :niore; acpVely'ep^ age and listen to thecpncejhs of 

"Gommunities.aHd cesiden^j TdtHis ehd^.Vi'e.be ieveit isirn^ratiye^thafctiie’dh^ df5.anta 
•ClafaVS^n Mated and Sarf'ffrandscp eountiesjrai iiy by popular ypte Shy'|?itji3osM^fof: thd’S^ri;- 
Ffaiidsco to Sah' -Ipse segment prior to its - 21006 ' >tance, 'ineludfng. the optioii te'yote “ho feuild”' 
jti. Wo- request that the. extfemely.'Shoft March 6;di adlinfi be :&xtepded;fQr!at feast-arf)a^ditiohal 
;:9,p days;tp-ensufe that.spffi is .pfoyidj d 'to;ihform effects of the 

Jiigb^ee^ailfsystem and tha^ a'reri ,ut in-plac^fp‘ehsure@at-;^^ .; 


Signatures 


Name 


Email (optional); 


^ COV?- ■ 



































NotSoFast - High Speed Rail fT<^’ 


San Francisco to San jose . 12009 


Petition 


We, the undersigned’, state the followin’^:- 

i. We are unequivocally opposed-to the el'evatit 
believe that the.bifqrcating effert of '-a^high' ^ 
as, well as the n^adve.y[sualand,?iUdfo-.im 

ii. Weurge th.e HSR AUth&n'ty.to moreactively^e 
communl'tjes-ahdf'esidents,. fo'thtsend> we;;i 
Ctera, San Mateo and San Francisco cburidds;^ 

. f:rai\dsco to San Jose segni6M:pn'pr & its. 

.iii: , ’iyP''tequ^t.thaf the extrernql^^fip.tt-March:6 
90 days*t6ensui% that:suffip^ert1: 

High Speed-Rait-system; ahdl.thaf-'processes .ar€ 
. Jbusiri'esses and schools nfpsjt Jitirhediately affd 
Cpinrrients to the Authority,' 

Signatures 




EmajKoptional)As ‘ 


distributed by Charleston Meadows Association 
Contact: .cmabo'ard(S)goog|egrouosicnm_ Pfease: 


;; at.Wwvy;charlestonmeadow5.ors 
fed 'peiiitiojfig^tp; 4118 Park Alto. 


























sHstttipIJ -y*}ylori<i^;upd«l*d.to reflertii'ew d^Une 


arejDut ln; place to. ensure-thattesiaerits, 


comments to. th&Authonty, 


Date I.Signaturej 


Address 
























Not So Fast “ >High Speed Rail from 


2009 


Petition 


We, the undersigned, state thefpUovvins^; 


^2 

We' 'are-.une'qyWdcally;:oppqsed tp’the,^^^ of the UaGte'ln.residential neighborhoods. We H/ 

believe that#,e bi/d^ating effect oir 'a.higii: w. ill and oveitfead tralhs cutting .through odr 
as weU as the negative ^sual andaudidJmpaC s> ate detrimentaMp pur qualiW ot^life , r,- r'AU 


communities and residents* To this end, vve. 


Trandsco to.Satt.Josesegmentpripr'ta Its acd ptance^;ihelUdmg;.theppd 6 ri;tp.vote'Tno^^M 
lif.- ^ W® request that .the extremely short March , 6 i:c sadllne Be. extended for at 'least .ahadditibra 


High Sfieed gail System and thatprpcesses arep'ut:i to ensurethat:residertts,' 


comrhehts.td the. Authority. 


Signatures 


Email (optfphal) 


Address; 


Name 


fJdYlDi 




elation, i^lnd us on||ne atwWvv;diarTE^ntneadows.org 
Ple.ase return competed petitipns fd: Blyd>- Palo Alto. 


cmaboan 











i 

.v. 











i 





















igned, state; thefoUowin'g^ 


Petition ^Yersion-l-^updated to reftoet diiiWne undel 


if the^itracksJri residentjal 'neighb'ofhqdds.-,, %e 
I and Dverhead'^trainsicuttlng'through-out 
; are-detrimental td our'qDality- of life.; 


1 We are unequivocally opposed to tliete,te>j$id.qh 
Relieve that the bifurcating effect df'a high v*ra 
as well as the negative visuaCand-aMdip impact 




We urge the HSR Authority tditidre actively eh'^ age ^andtisteD to the cPnperns of the-aiyectpd ’ ‘/ / 
communities and residents.- ITo this end, we.tv ieyeit;1s inriperatiye-that the' dfize'rfe.Qf'Sarftia. 
Elara,. San.Mateo.and ^an Frand'SGo..cPt)htles ra ffy.-by-popular vote any proposal'for 'the Shn / 

FranciSGO^to SamJose segment prior fco/its'aC'ce taricie, ihGludirig-tTie oprioh td vote/'^^ I 
bdild^ . 

Wecequest^thatthe G^tehieiy-shbiCt Apri dline be ejrtended fqrat'Heastan ad 
60 days to ensure'-thEtt^ufincient dine is; prbyidi d to inform the dtizertry pf thb dffec^'Ofthfe 
High:Speed Railsysterr[;ahd: thaf processes are' ubin;pl‘a‘ce to ensure that fesidehtSi; 
businesses and schools, most irhmediatelyaffec =d.bythe;HSR'areable.to proyidedetailed 


CpmmefitstPth’e Authority. 



































Not So Fast :H|gh, Sp 

eed: Rail from 

5an.F]^eisco 

by.. 

to San Jose |,206,9 

Petition ^ 


We, theunderagned, states^the^foitawing:. = 

We are unequivocally opJxjsed tQ the^elevatio 
^ -beUeye that the bitqfcating^e^ept^.of .a higb^v^ 
as weU.as the negative visual;-and;audio1mp.ac 
iiv 'We urge the HSR>urtJi'ority=tosm'bre. actively dr 
^cGip^lXiumties ahd'fbsidents. J6 this .end, .we; b 
Clara, Sah ^at^^'aod.Sah Frahdscq counti^ rj 
Fra'ndsJ.p; tq Its acq 

_ /Wei-reqUest-that.tbe-ektremely'ShortM c « 

90:daysto;ehsure'that.sufficieht;t1it>eisprpYi.^ 
High Speed ^il system.and that processes; a 
:-businesses and schoob:mdst irhmediately'affe< 

■ /..cop:hentsto;t^^^^^ " 

of-the tracks,in residential neighbo’iiioqds. We 
It and overhead trains'cuttfn’g;th'roi.^h.;Our city^: 
s, are.detnrnental to our quality of life, 
jage 4nd fisten $0 the concerns of the affected ; 
iieye it is impeRitive that the citizens of Santa 
tify. by popular yote any proposal for the. San: 
ptance; including.the option to vote “no build-’;, 
eadlfne be'eSLtended fot'St l^St^^'TdaiBOT 
idtolnform the ci,tlzenry„of theeffei^bt tfie 
3utHpiaceto:ensu're-t^ ; - 

:ed by';&;&;HSR‘are able to^ detailed . . ; 

ft- 1 

VSw 

r lif? 

- ^ : pbk : 

' Sigm 

itures 










Name 

Address 


Erhailfoptibhal) 

"b'i 

. -.1-1 

^•{r. - 

t 

1; 

rlr,ii ^ t>i A/' 

5 ^- tEdl) 'P. : 
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3Uted by Gharlestpn MeadowsrAssbciatloni fHhd ui br 
rfi rmahr)arri®eb 6 pleerdabs;c:oin.. Flease return d>Hii 

neatwyAv.charlestonmeadows.org 
leted'petitionsto; 4118 Park-Blvd, Pald.Alto. 

'by-' ':'' y ::^- - 1 . 

























CITIZEN^ COMMITTEiB TO. COMPLETE TPIE REFUGE 


IeI6S04§3-55ig 


,45STermessee Lane^ Balo Alto 'CA 94306 


CaiifoiitiaHigh.-Sp.eed.Rml Alifhoriiy 
925 L Stre^ty Suite 1425 
Sa<Tamentd,,€A 958.14 


Acterra 

- Ba^ands Conservation Oommlttea 
C^lfoniiajHawt^g Club, fi^'. 
GaJifpriila WatertovytAssodaton- 
GalltomW Wldilfe'Feder^ 
Citizens for^>Uan^a% L2st Marsi^ands 
Citizens fbr-QRW)Spacejr} Alvarado 
ftie tiSs .ofl^opier City 
Save pur^SbdftiBay Welfends; 
tSa^ yyfetirmds h Ma^eyis. 
WhlstilnglMnds^^dl Duck Clubs 
CnnmiQee forOreen Footiilila 
Com'muhtfiee tot a Better Ent^ronment 
Defenders of Wllditfe 
Eai^ BayCreen AIIImgs 
■ p^er^orto.f Fly Rihers 
Frlenda Of Cbarleatbri Slougli 
• Frlendd.otRedWood.CIty 
QokSen Gate Audubon Sociefy 
Green Beft.Allfance 
League Of Women Voters of 
thb Eden Area 
Le^ue of:Wom.w Voters of 
, the.FremontArea 

LeagueofWomeh Votersdf 

.p'aio'Altb 

League of Women VoterS of 
/South Can Mateo County 
hi^on' CreeK; Coh^rVancy 
Loma Prteta Chapter,.Sierra 0ub 
IMrone Audubon. Society 
>^arin ^idubon Society 
Creek Cphsen^cy 
Mono Lake Committee 
hfountpiii^lp Audubon Society 
Napa>^anoAudubon Spdety 
Native Pl^t Soic^et/i Santa 
Clara Vajiey Chapter 
Ohlone Audubon Society 
Planning and Conseryatipn League 
Sjih'Frandscb Chaptet, Sjerra Club 
r /S^^'.CIaia^Valey^duti^Sdo 
/ iSm^Gah-Fr^i^^ 6.^ Asso^atjph 


Dear Authodfy Menibers; 


Grasslands because that area contains a wealtti of unique babitafa 
and ayian i:esolii:ces that .will be,negativeiy impacted. Despite 


Grasslands route was chosen. 


Your failure to choose the less damaging route, reinforces oiir 
desire npw to see special spedes protected on the Smt Jose to.San 


Frandsco'segment of HSR. Two f^erally listed end^gered i 
spedes, the SanlFi^d^ g'arter snabe and the fed leggedfrog j 
inhabit grasslands along the Galtrain tracks. Biological informatio] 
on them must be included in yoiir continuing studies ,bf the fbute; 

SanFrahdSco Bay is one of the most i^oiriioent features on the; 
Padfie Flyway. Hevated and dectrified wires are a hazard: 
to navigating migratory t^ds, and the planned 60-f6ot high 
overhead electric wires will inadvertently supply perching rites fpi 
birds, of prey.: 

The predicted’impacts on the lcK:al hriman population are 


horrendpus^ but other creatures need to be protected as well, "Wk 
areTdokiiig foiweird to complete biological assessments mgarduig 
impacts of tile ^RorL aE nptewQrihy (^^^^^ listed and tare) spedes 
ofthearea. 


Thank you fbir coiisidermg our comments, 


i Se>qu^aAudubon‘Socjety 
Spprtemenfc^ Equal Access 
Tro^^Unliinlted 
tkiil^'Angtejs of.Caltfomra 
Urboi CfeelteCSJUn^ 




Florence lyt Laj^viere 
Chair 


cd Palo Alto City Council 
Caltrain • 


PBINTED.QI^ hmyCliEC) BMER; 


1. 































Frprii; 

Bent: 

Subject: 

Attachments; 


HSR Goraments 

tuesdayj, April; 20.09 3!d7 PM 

Kris tivihgston 

FW: San: Francis,c6:t0 S'ah J^e-HST 

HSR Scoping Letter'Gr^hmaM^Apill^, '2O09;cloc 


Fcortl; ealekls@gmai|.con:i £maiito:ealexis@gmail.;cdlTi].0n^ehaif Of Al^is 

'Sent: mnda^ Aisni 0^, 2009^4:50 PM 
To: HSR GommehtS 

Subject: San Francisco to’San Jose HST _ 

;piease sec a^Clied scoping'conmietttsfrpmte p^enmeadow Conmimuty Asspciatipn; A eopyisalso being 
sentyia.fax>: 


j^i\ 

ii/tTvO 


EliiabelJi Gbldstcin Alexis, CFP 
Al.eSds and Palmer Financial Advisors LLG 
pli(d50) 384^0930 
’www.alexis-palmer.com 
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Elah Leawttj, Deputy X)irector 
(ialifoniia;HigK Speed Rail Authority 
925l>Street;Sidtel^5 
.^Saqramentps CA958;I4: 

RE: Greenmeadow Community Associaiipn’s Scoping Cdmiments for fbe Califpjrnia; 
High Speed Rail AiithpHty’s San Erancisco To San Jose High Speed Train 
EnTironmental Impact Report/Environinenta] Impact Statement 


Dear Mt. Leavitt, 


Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the daliforiiia High Speed.Rail, AdtHPrity’S: 
(dAHSRA). Sad Frattcisco tO'San Jose .High Speed Train (HST) Environmental impact 




The proposed HST Would be located aipng,the Galtrain right-of-way in Palo Alto, directly' 
across from the Greenmeadow neighborhoods 

Gr^ttmeadic^ 

Greenmeadow is located od:fhe.eaStside of Alma, between San Antonio Road end 
Charleston Road.- ^GreenmeadoWj an Bichler neighborhood considered an excell.ent eX^pJe 
Of JidOdemfst architecture, Wasi placed on the National Register of Historic Places in-2005. A 
singlo story overlay is m effect for the neighbOrhopd 

Impacts 


jtll 




:P 

i mCS 


Whefeasfthe Greenmeadow community is designed as a single, story neighborhood of singles 
frmily and multi-family homes With glass;WaTJs deigned to c;onnectexteribf andinteripf 
enyirPnitiehts, the. EIR/EIS should, study what the potential visual, noisoj and vibration effects 
of all possible HffT rail elevation optiohs.might be, and how each?optiQh;may change the 
exterior natural environmentfhat the Eichler architectural design deliberately intendedto i 
cprtnectto the hoihes:’ interiors. ^ 


The hoihes. were desired with walls of plate-glass windows. The EIR/BIS should study 
what potential .impacts on these there would be on the-homes in closest proximity to the rail 
tracks and examine: potential mitigation strafegies* 


Tlie heart of the neighorhoodis a Thomas GhUfeh-deSi^ed park, at'the end. of GreenmeadoW^^^^^^^^ 
Way. We wouldfequestthatpotejitialvisual, noise, and vibration, effects are studied; There is pi 
.preschool presentin die.CQmmimityccnfer'loeatefi; fc the park.. 


1/4 










,Oitt;neigbb,Qrhpod is in^:s of heighborhood'Tetail centers.; The EK/EIS should 

study the impact on 
configuratibns. 


Xj? l^mJ- I^^Y]ess 


A large h6using;proj:eet has been approyed pii MdCf pfjalo f ^va 4 

replace a; HeMett-Taci^rd office Buliding.Ais partofthat^prbject,.there were certain ingress ^ in 7 
and egress proyisipnsmade for Greenm'^dbwTesiSehts. The Ell&EiS should studyihe, 
iijipact this project may have oh traffic eirculation. Addiiapnaljyi we y^puld askip hemotified 
oTanytemppfa^ prperthaneht changes pipposed m the case^thatthbiSan Antonio-Road 
oyerpass v/ill be impacted by this proj ect. 

Ih-additionv a pedeirtrianmdercrossing^of Alrtia'^ a; cohditiOii.of project approval. ^ I 


impact of'this: project m that underCrossing should be; studied. 

The location of Gunn High School requires neighborhood Childreh to ctoss the rCilfoadhacks 
to get to school, JPalp Alto tlhified School. District does not provide school buses and many 
students use bicycles, or take public transportotion. .Thepotential impact oil Safe ROufes to; 
SchOols'should be studie.d for all alternatives, both during construction and after; 


^ Iv?iaVLi6 


/, even on a tetopotary basis, y^Quld:reguire 
toidgationnie.asiues to ensure; s^e tran^ort to sehoci.. ’ ^ 

'Qreefuheadpyi' Is-a^akeholder in theCharlesfon/Arasterdero project^ an effort to calm.tiralSicr^ 
and improve-pedesttian and bicycle Wety. 

The project assupics no sighificaht increase in aiito commuter Volumes so closing either 
Charieston Road or East Meadow Road permanently would, be extremely dettirhehtal to fee/ 
goals of the pfCjectand should riot be considered. 


-i? 








..,ainC:ofri;d6r 

from vehicular traffic and Would significahtly impacithe abjlity to later separatetbe,Caltrain 
eorfeidor should be avoided. ^ 

San. Antonio is the closest Galtraiii station tp: Greerimeadpw. Pie^e study an impact that thiel^ f ^ 



,0v^ 


projeef would have on servicelevels to the station. 

Scoping comments general - 

We would concur with the-Gify’.p;f Palo Alto’s sepping eomriterife. In pafticiril^j .the EIRffilS 
should; 

1. Address the impacts of the widened nght-pf-way» grade separatiphs, and cohSSlictipri 
seeriarios! pn eidstirig trees and other vegetation. Evaluatethe: visual impacts from 
construction; of soiuid walls, berms or fencing. Provide feasible rhitigatioh to 
minimize the, visual impacts,;including; extensive landscapingto se:^eri fee feeilfties 
or fencing as; much as possible. 










2. Analyze an(i identify rniti^tibii of loss (fempvaVor trimming) of 

any protectedrtrees and vegeta^on -staeeningialong tihe Galti^ii right-of-way 
cohsistont wittithe 




3 . Ahalyze the appeai^ce of any oYferilekdleieisteic pdwefc supply fOr thertrainsv 
'iriGludirfg wires, supppiti'ng,poles, mastanti^ and insuiatibns. 


1 odYit-ba 
tJ-hUbes 


4. Evaluate construction, activity impacts from: construction dust atid consfriiction 
equifJmeiit emissions for the VariouSrcOrridor options including at-grade, eley.ated.or 
depressed including opentrench and tunneling. 

5, Evaluate air quality impacts: resulting from the increase in trains along fheicorridor as 
well as aiiy increase in pollutants resulting-from the high speed ofthc trains'. The 
potential for iricfeased air quality impacts from elevated tracfe should also be; 
analyzed. 

,Addltio.nallyj We-would request that the noise, air quality and vibration impacts'be. measured 
not simpfy'on the .basis of change at a single point in time, but the comulatiye change 

oyer different periods of-the day, inclusiye. of afl.forecastrml feyelitj ^OSOCfreighl^r.Galtrainjj 


We Would also request that the ‘^no project” scenario incorporate the use of “Quiet Zones” as 
these are a relatively inexpensive way toireduce noise and are currehtly in use-through die 
■pnited States and under study on the:'Peninsu,la. 






fdt (rniqe. 


^ 1 MinCt . 
4!rl 

■ '-ris'M-i.. 


GreenmeadoW appreciates the oppbrturiify to. provide; these scoping, comitients for the 
ElIVEIS .for the San Francisco to. San Jose HST Projects 

Sincerely, 


+ ll OACLUSi6V\ 


Eli^beth Alexis 

CivicAffairs Committeej GreenmeadOw GoiUmunify Association 
Contact 

Etebeth AleMs 

elizabeth@alexi's-palmer.com 
Phone C650):9.96-8018: 

349 piablo Court Paid AltQs GA; 9^306 

GreernneadOW Comtuunify Assocati^ 

infQ@.greemneadow.org 

Phone. (650)494-3157 

303 Parkside Brive, Palo Alto, QA 943.06: 
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April C20Q4 


PatvXicaWiU Dcpuiy; Dj;r&al«? 

Caliiomia High Speed RailAuthority. 

925Strefi.tvSuitp 1-425 
Siicramenio, CA 95_Ki4 

RE:.G.reeomcadow [Community Asaoci»tioii!5 Scoping Commeni^*^ for the.Culifoi^inft 
High %}ccd Roll Auih'ojiiy*ii Sns K»udsco To San Jose High Speed 9’raiu' 
KnVironmentaMmpact Report/Rnvironnicntai Impact Statement 


-Dear Mr, ^^eavlli,- 

Thank you for the opportunity to cpmnipnl on th? California Hlgh i Specd Rail AUUtority ’^ 
(CAHSBA) Sarv l^raticisco[Ui^SanJoSB Iligh-Si^dTrain (HS'i^EnViroprtienUii Impact 
R-opoit/Environmcnial Impact Statement (EIIVElS) process. 



Tim proposed HS'I’ would be located along theCaltrain righl-pf-way in Palo Alto; directly 
acjrdss froin the GrcchmeadoNv hei^bdrhood, 

^P^iiineailpw 


(ircenmcadowis locai<;d on the east side of Alma, betsveen San Antonio^ Road and 
C'liarlosipn .Rdad, '0reenmcadow,;an Eichler npighbod^d considered an exceneot-e.Kamp,lp' 
•pf Modernist archilc<ilure, was placed on the National Register on iistoric Placdsln 2005^ A 
single .story overlay 1s in. eiTeci for the neighborhood. 



Impacts: 

Whercas; the Greenmeadow community is desired as a single,story, neighborhood oTsiiigle 
ramily and multi-family homes With glass walls designed tcV-conncct ^terior and interior 
envirortmerms, Ihc BIR/EIS shouJdstudy whatthc poteniial visual, noise, and 
of all possible HST rail elevmiod,Oi4ipns;m1ghitHj nnd how each opt.fo may change the; 
exterior harurai environment tbat^.ihe nichlcrarchiiccforal,design deliberately inlcnded to 
connect to the homes' iiiterio?^- 

I he homes were designed wjtb wall!ioCpiate-glass windows. H^e ltfR/nVS .‘ihouid S'liidy 
Wiiat p.ot£fniia.l impi)c'isori thGsc„Jhcre WoiiidMOn^the hdmCvS^ in cfoscsf.prtvxiroiiy id ihu rail 
tracks and examine potential miti^tion.slnUcgics.- 

Ti^Cvjicsii iilThe nelghvirhood. Isii'lltninasCliucch-designedpark.al ihoend orCireencncadnsv 
prcsc.n'i in ihc cobiniuniiyiccmcr locked in tlicipafk.- 







21:10 


ooo-ooa-po.o.o.Q 


lags 2 


Our neighboirhotJd is.in sJrongsapjxjrtofneighlioirhood rfcCail ccnlcre. l-heHlIt/ElSslio 

Stilly tli^ irfipa.ct;onthoVi3bnity6r|ho'piann^‘AIm.ajRl.^4Sb«p|;^^ 

configurdiions. 

A large housing project has been approved Oil Uic b{Mder of Paid Alto and Molihtairi yicw Id 
lOplad'e a 1 Jett'packai^.o.ntcc ituUdihgi As^part of that, project Ihorc Werc^ceriam ingress 

and cgrdss provisions made forXjrechmeadow residents; Hie EIR/RlS'Shd»Id study the 
finpact thisTSrdject mayhave on circulation. AdditioiialjyvHyie wOuld a^k to be notified 
of any temporury or pennanent changes proposed in Ihe.case thatTthe Saii Antbnio -Rotid 
pycqjass wiii-bc impacted by this project: 


1 -^' 1 




a 


it. 


In addiiidn^ a pcdesiri^.uridercrossingofAlma acondition of project approval 

impnci :df this project' oi) th'ai undercrossing should be Studied. 


Xhe Ideation of Gjihn .1 ligh Schboi requires neighbortiood .children to cross the ra.iiroad jracks 
to get to school. Palo Al to Unified School rfisirict docs not provide school boses arid many 
sttidcnis.Use bicycles ,or take public Iransporlisilion. 'fhe potehtiel impact bn Safe RoutcsilO' 
Schools should be 'siudiud forall aitemative^ both during:con^mct|on and afier. 

flhb(5lo';iing;of CharlcstOrttmd/or t^st Meadow,even 0 ^^^ require' 

in itigatlofi nieasurcsld ensure s$fe tiansport lb school. 1 

Cfreenineadow is.a siukcholderih ihe Chiirlestbit/Ai^ 5 tetderQ.prbjccl, <'jn,elfi:>it'tb.eat.m traffic 
ahdimprovc pcdestriaivand bicycle/safety; 

'I’he proJc;ct,assum«is no slgnjlicani increase m auto commuter volumes so closing either 
Chariiwiop Road of Meadow Road pcnnarifently'vyourd be extremely detrirfi'erfiaj to the 

goals of the project, and should.noi be considered. 







Any coniiguraiion of HSR that would not completely grade separate ihe Gahrain corridor 
from yehicuiar,traffic aivd would si'gnifrci^tiy impact Uie ability to later aepai:ate>fiie.Ca(iraln 
coitidof Should berav.didcd. 




San Ant&nio is tlie, clbsCSt Gahrain station to GtCcnih.eadow. Please sliidy an Impact that; ^ ^ 

project would have on service .levels to iHc station. 

Scoping cominenb general 

Wewbuid.ooncur with tlicGUy.of Palo Alto’s scoping commente; In particular^'the RTR/EiS 
should:: 

i. Addfessthe ijnpacts bf ihewidened nl^t-gfrvray,.gt^c separatip pOnsirticlioi^^^ ^ Q 

scebariftsb.n existing-treejsapd other.yegetetion., Ryaluate tltevisual impacts,from'n ^ 


M 

con.st™c(ion of sound walls, berms or fencing. Provide tbaslbtemjtigation to . . 

rrlinirnize the vlsua! impaPte/ihblMdfng’fexteh^^ .landsCapihg'tQ-screeh the faclIUics ( 
orfeheteg asmuch a.s possible. 
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Analyze arid. of 

any protected trees and vcgclaiion screening ald.tigthc Gal.tndn righi-of-way 
cdrisistcjii wiililths City’S Ti^e"T<«b'ni^l:Mabuart^^^ ^.al,u.e Replacement Staridard; 


l^\ 

I 


, Analyze. tl)a appearan,ceoi'anyj^Veiii.cad electric-power supply-fo 
including wires, supporting poles, mast arms, and (risulaiiOnsv 



4, Bypluaio ct)nstruci1p:n acilvUy impacts from conslriaition dusi.and construction | 

equipirt'dnt omissidns for the varidus. cdrridor options iiwIudliVg'at-gradC, elevated or 
depressed including open trcnch and tunneling. 

5 . Evaluate air quality lmpacts.resultihg from ihc increase in trains aldhg ihd coitvdor as 
w'cU as any Increase ib pt>RMtants resulting from the high speed ofthe trains.; The 
potential for increased air qiiality impacts ffoni elevated tracks shodld aisp be- 
analyzed. 

Additionally, we would request dtat thc ripisc> air guolity and vibration impacts. l)e measured' 
•not.simply-on the basis^ofthe change at a single point in tJiii'e, hut the'cumulative change 
over different periods of the day, Inclaslvc ofull forecast rail travel in 2030 (ffeighl, Galtraln,^ 
HSR). 



Wd wpuldalso request that tlte.“ho:|(roj’ecr scenario mporporato thpuso of‘‘Quiet 7 imcS’''l)S^ »iiL^ 
these arc a relatively inexpensive way to reduce noise and are.currenily in use through the . 
United Kates and. understudy onthe Reniftsula. ^ 

Urccjimeadow apprecialcS the pppoituhity lo provide, these scoping Cbnimentafor the 
ElR/HIS for the ^an Erancisep to San Jose J 1 ST Pcojccu 




.Contact 

Rli/ahuth Alexis 
ciiyiilK (lf//;alc.<isTpi iiiii cr.ciin1 
Phone (6^0) 996^K& 18 
a49 Uihblo CpuirPaip Aitp, CA 

(^l•cc^meadow Oopiniuhlty AsspcaUori 

inlAi’r/hu’ccnnicadow.pm 

Phone (650). 494-3157 

303 l^arksidc.Drive,- Palo ARo.CA 943bti; 
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Kris Livingston .. 

Penny Ellson rpeJlson@^6bel.i.net]. 

Thursday, April 02,2009 12:4$, PM 
HSR Gditimerits 

■ban Dyl^el’; RSwen.t@pae^eilliie^ ^Lynn Drake-i 'Robert Golton'; ’Kevin Skelly' 

San 'PrancIsGO to Sap jos^ HST 
HSR Scopingidoc. 

Comrnents from Palo AltovG'ouncil of PTAs Executive Board and Traffic Safety Gofn'rnittee fe:. San Franciscb to San Jose 
HSf are Attached. Please confirm receipt via email “reply“. 

ThanK you. 

Penny Ellson, Chair 

Palo Alto Council df 'PTAs Traffic Safety Committee 


Frofn: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 







Palo.AIto.Courica bf PTAs 


25sChurchill Ave 
Palo Alto GA, 94306 
650-326'0702 




Ap^xim 


TO; Leayitt, Deputy Direfctdr Califpxma Mi^ Speed.'Rail Autho^ty' 

FROM: P^Q Alto eouflca of PXAs Ti^C Safety Committee 

StJB JEGX: Scoping Comments on the California High Speed Rail Authority’s 
San Francisco to San Jose High Speed Train (HST) Environmental 
Impact Report/EnviroDlnental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) 


Introduction: Citv df Paio Alto Safe Routes to School Policy Context 

.Pnlo.AltoDnified School Dishict(PAUSD) campuses were designed as nei^bprhopd 
' schpdlS and.so have limited facilities to accommodate automobiles. Also,-feee school 
busing is not prorided in Palo Alto. Therefore, it is absolutely , esfential to maintain s^e 
pedestrian/bicycle connections to eVeiy cmnptis in the school district because school sites: 
anri most surrounding public streets cannot support a significant increasedri aufe 
commuter volumes.. 




Jh \ 



V 


In 2006,44% of surveyed PAUSD elementary school ciuimen^eported that they w^ked 
or hiked to schooL An additional lQ%ride a bus or carpool. Similar surveys hayeiiot 
been done at secondary sChoplsj but recent bike counts at secondary schopis.fox October 

2008 are; 

• Gimn.Hi^ School, 6p0' bikes^ representing 31% of stodepts 

• Palo Alto lii^ Schppl, ,520‘bikes,teptesenting -30%^pf students 

• XermanMiddle School, 2;lOb0ces, representing 32% of students 

• Jane LathcOp Startford. Middle, School, 3;5l bikes, lepf^entirig 3 8% of students 

• Jordan Middle School, 495 bikeS,;representmg 53% of Students: 

Many more students, walk and rid.epublic transit to PAUSD' middle schools, and hi^ 
schools. These numbers are substantial when one considers 11,345 students and 1,6;00, 
faculty and staff travel to PAUSD ^hOOls each dhy, each Of fiiem pptejitially generating; 



0 \o 









■morning and ^emooiidmly car flips if dthetttajB|H>t^pn'modesar^ \ ^ 

^d-safe. (Dat^ra:clved3Q{)/p9’:fi:pm PAlJSpAtl^«l£^;;P^i^'^^/2VQ9,ffpmPAUSp Hum^ResourceS ' 
Depi) 







walkableSi bikeable centers, including schools (Goals.L-% L-S and Xi-S andPolicy T-28' 
addressthisandPolicyT-40 states:: ‘‘C 6 nttDue't 6 pribriti 2 » 'the:^ety M.dQmfdttbf 
schoolcbiidreninsbreetmodificationpix>jfeQtsdiataf^^ sohopirontes”). GpalT-3 
spe'cific^ly cites die need to overcorrte’ ‘‘physical barriers like tiie Caltrmn'trackB and 
fieeways” in.developmeint of tiie city’s bicycle system. 

Policy T-14! Improve:pedestnan and bicycle access to and'hetween local destiimtions, 
ihcludihg public facilities, schools, parks,.open space, employment.districts, sbopping 
centers, and inulti^mo^tr^it stations. 

a 

Program T-l?:. Develop, periodically update^ and .implement a. bioycle. facilities, ^ ^ 
improvemenf program and a pedestrian facitities improvement prbgrattt tbatidenti^ arbl. | 
prioritize critical pedestrian, and: bicyCje links to parks,, scbools, retail centers^ and Civic- ' 

.facilities. 


Purtiier, as ;an outgrowth ofthesepolicies and goals, in 2003 tiie City of Palo Alto 
designated a School Commute Corridors Network, a<subset ofiPald ^to’s street .systerii; 

e mhan cement: 





v<^ 




httD:-//www;citvofpalQalto.org/Civica/filebank/blobdldad.asp?BlobID=3921 ) This 
melwotk; ’‘comprises a comprehensive and contmtious system of travel routes linking: 
^residentialneigiiborhoodstopnbHcsQhOol.sitfes in paid Alto.” The adoption of the School \ -it/ ^ i 
Commute Corridors Network included a statement of policy by the City of Palo Afio that I '• ■ 
“principal school cOmmute.routes be given priority for public investment purposes and be 
accorded erih^ced ieview as regards proposals for new commercial driveways arid other 
street changes.” 

PAXJSD school sites are heavily Used, not only foj educational purposeSi but also as j 
community and recreation ;c.entecs during afiemoonSi eyenmgs-and vroekendvhours. ’ 

This background is given to establish that by necessity a very high policy priority is 
placed on providing safe school commute rout^ for PAUSD students using altemative 
modes (especially bicycling and ^hiking). This prioiity is; insistent with State and 
Federal. Safe Routes to Scho.ol priorities. 

l^otentinl Tmnacts of HST on Palo Alto Safe Routes to School 


1 




The Palo Alto Council of PTAs.'Tr^e Safety Committee-respectfully requests that the 
following issues and subjects be studied in the pteOject fovel EIR/EIS for the California 
High Speed Traih'Project fi-om San Francisco to Bm jose;. 


^\\ 










W^, cbncm ^th City of Pdb AitQ?s.:(CPA) i^iteSisfbat thie ElK^S: 

1) . Proyid&a compleifc analysis Mall Im^tail OMridoir ejevation optiohsihcjpding at-^ade, 
elevate^ or depressed including open trench aiid tonnelih^ AU options, particulariy^the tunnelin: 
option, should be. evaluated to .the-sambjevel of det^ as the elevated track proposal to provide 
adequate infpnnation to the ppbtic:pf.the>^\di®^ehtal, e^npmic, yisual,'an‘d:pperatiOnal 
tTOpacts^or benefits of each, dltern^VM* 

2) . Evaluate an altemativb that;VTOuJfieiiid;H^ at fian Jos© and rely bti t^graded electrified and 
grade-separatedCaltipin connections tMfiroiniSan Efancis^, includihg.’fa'cilitatiijg impfoyed 

Caltrain access.andspeeds andtincludingpossible.reduction m ftpmber of tr^ks required in the 

Calbain corfidori 

3) .;Evaluate. alternatives that, would felimihate or substaiitiaily.m'utimize tiie .need to acquire 

additional right-of-way.- Tlie railroad n^Mf-way abuts single tamily residences, Palo Alto Hi^ ^ 

Schoob.ashdpping:center,.businesses abd city paks, which fonn'the febric of the community. 1 ^ ^\A-/ 

Any and all alternatives that would notinvolve acquisition of n^t-of-way should be fiilly \ 
evaluated intheEIR/EIS'. t- 

4) .Eyh1uate. alterhatives.that would reduce die number of ih the right*b|-wny to I 

less.tiiw four^traoHs- The eyduation should also mclude^how many shoofly tracks ^Quidb.e?d to I 
bebuntdMihg'coiistructibn.ancltheir impacts On rightj^f-vrayfequitenients;Jbr theprOje^^ 


5), Include an altematiye that does not retain freight service on the Caltrainri^t-of-^ay betwe 
San Jose and San Francisco and the requisite frei^t sOrvtce d^lgn requireihehts to accojcnmOdai 
■dles.el-p6wered freight trains'that could preclude otiier HST aiteniatiyes that; would be most 
appropriate ahd.enyirohmentally sensitive for the P^tinsula. 





The. committee: requests th^ the EIR/EIS Study the potential effects of various linear, rail 
corridor elevation options ofi school routes and PAUSD facilities,; including possible 
'displacement of the hike path that iM& through flie Calt^n.ROW oii.the east bordej: of 
die Palo AitOjHigh School campus parallel to campus classroom buildmgs and conn ects \ 
tQthel^Qyra&CpmihyiROW^ __ 

We also request thatithe study , give special attention to provision of safe, grade-sepMated 
p.edestrian/bicycle crossings at all of the intersections identified in.lhe ©ity of iPal.b Alto 
School Conimuie Corridors; Network, including: 

• Momer 

• Embafeadefo 

• ChufChUl 

• California 

• East-Meadow 

• Ch^leston 

These crossings are designated sichool fcdmmntetdute iritersections with; .tho proposed 
filMe HST tracks, providing east/westbicyc]e/pedestci^acc^s to PAPSD school sites,^ 
and other destinations finoughouf the dayi- 















expect thatgrade separated crossings will be provided atall df these Intersections, that 
these iritetsectlohs^ljl accommodate b}cyciistslnidpedd^nain5;acc^rdihg to the^B^ practices 
and will conform to all appropriate State/aTirflpcargoideiipes. Any" cliange to these 
iiitersecrtiQfis shQtild^^ stadie^ '^i^g partiGul^ atteritipn tp tlip effects that 

such, change or traffic diversion mighthave on the safety,^convemence, and comfort of 
designated school commute routes for PAUSD sfudehts; 


; of transportation mode- sh^relate^; to any clmges to the sciiQot 


Long-term Costs of transpcfftatioii mode sMft relatec 
commute conidprsnetworicshopld also be studied 


OSS' 




4V P- ^- . 


Constnictioti Impacts 

We reduestthat'the EER/EI$vs^ Of aity changes todesignated school 

pornmtite routes that ruay'occur during coitstruction. Parricularly,it is unportant to know 
what effect road closures, planned detours or other diversion of pedestrian,.bicycie '^d 
auto traffic, may have on school coinmute-routes.. Traiifeportation inode s^iff caused, by 
Such changescduring construction rnay n^ to be mitigated to the extetit-thatthey;may 
generate auto? traffic in.excess of "whatPAUSD campus facilities ((Wveways and parktog 
lots) and surrounding pubUc streets can accommodate. Provision of temporary -school 
busing might-be considered as a mitigation. 

!We thiahk you for giyiiig odr coinmehts ypur thoughtful attention, 


•jt'\ 




?Smeerelyv 


Dan Dykwel, President, Palo Alto CPuhcil. of PTAs Executive Board 

IpOTny El.lson, Ctiair and Elementary Schools Representative, Palo Alto Council of PTAs 
Traffic Safety Committee 

Lynnl>rake, Middle Schbols Repres‘enlaliye,,Palo Alto GouncU of PTAS-Traffic; Safety 
Committee 

liichard StyenJ, Hij^ Sch.oOls Repxesentatlye,,Palo Alto Gouncil of PTAs TrafSc Safety 
Committee 








Paio iUU) Council <»f PTAs 


25 ChurchiilAvb 
Palo Alto CA, 94306 
6 ^ 426-0702 


ban. Deputy Director Califoi 

Paip^^to douncil ol^PTAs 


Speed Rail Authority 


Scoping Commentf on the CaUlornia High Speed Rail Authority's 
San Francisco to. San Jose £^. Sipeed,Ti^in (]QOST} Environmental 


SUBJECT' 


Palp Altpbnified School District tfAUSb) campuses were designed as neighborhood 
;schools and so have Ihxnte^ faciMes tb.accominodate automobiles. Al.so» &ee school 
busing is not provided inPaio ^tO; Therefore^ it is abkilutely essential to maintain safe 


feeep done at secondary schools, but recent bike counib at secondaiy schoolsfor OctpbeE 
2008 are: / 


Gipm HighJBcliodI, 600 bikes, representing 31% of ^dents 
P4b 'AltoMgh School, 52Q bikes, representing 30% of students 
TermanMid4®SchpoU21(rbikes, representing 32%:of indents; 

Jane Uafljfop Sfenford.Mid^ SchopJ, 351 bikes, r^nesenring 3,8% Of §hideiljs 
•JordanMddle Schboh 495 bhtesj^presenting 53% ofsbiaertts 


Many more studrate walkand ride public transit to PAUSD middle schools andMgh^^ 
schools. Thesehuml:fefS aifei^bstantiai when one considers 11,345 students afd l>60p; 
faculty ^d staff ttavel to PAUSD schools each day, eaeh'oflhempotehti^ly'genMfiig 





pedestriiaUi/bicycie connecriOnjirto every campus: m the school di^rict because school sites 
andmostjsiiitoimding publi^treets caimot support a significant increase in attio 






(Sommuter yolmiies. / 





lri2006,44,% .ofsurveyedPAUSD elementary school cl^drenrepofted that they ^valkfed 

- 



of hiked to school. An Mditional 10% ride a btis or caipool. Similar sorveyshave hot 








I^pactReport^Uviromrre^mU Impact Statementi^IRi'ElS) 





IntroducHon; Gitv of Palo Alto^fe Routes to School Policv Context 




























morning and;^lempon‘dmryc^Mp?ifoihfirtran^rta|ion,mpd'es.are 

and safe. (Dalarecieived3/26i^'fiom'PAUE}D AiMdanceDcpt awlon.3/24/09,fbi»JPAtjSDlHumatt;R!esourc^ 

Dept) / 


Side routes^m schopl?are;:Such aliigh priority in;,plarmlng.fdr laQdiise ^d fr^sportjtnoi^ 
lhat die P^6 ,Al^o Comprehensive Plan specifi^y organizes iesMeti1lMlanriusp4E6nn:i 
walkable, biice^feeeiitemymcludkg.SchooIstCGoals V3;, IrS'.^ ^^-6 ^ 
address this^dP0H!cy-'-^-4Q states: “Cop^iie topriori!ti 2 B:the,safety/andi«ffl^^ 
school children in sfreetinodification;prpjectsthat:affect school roirfes”VGoal^T-3 
specifically.eites dieineed to ovei^ -physical barriers like the. Gal te mn tracks and 
fteewa^-m development of the-city’s bicycle system. / 


destinations, 


Policy T- 

including public f^ilities, sphpplsi p^I(3, op©n sp;^, employment disibicts,.shQppirig 
centerSj andi multi-hiodai transit stations. / 


Program 1^19: Develop, periodically update, an^implement a bicycle: facilities 
improvement program; and a pedestrian facilities improvernmitprpgmm identify'and 

prioriti^ critical^ pedestrian, and bicycle links to schools, let^ centers, 

&ciii!ies. / 


Finther, as anoutgrotylh of these policies aitf goals, in 2003 the City of Pda Alto 
designated; a'School Commute Corridors N^ori£;. a subset of Pdo Alto’s street system 
-for special cojnsideratiouvm;mfcas;^ctm5^provcmentandtmyel,sdetyerdmc^ 

(See linfc.tb: Adopted School Commute^orridofs Network Map 
htfp://wwWicitvofpal6aItQ.org/biviCa/Mebank/1)Idbdload.asb?5l6bTr)=3921 ) Dus 
network “comprises acompreh^i^and continuous system of travel routes linking 
Ti^dential neij^tioilippjfe'to publi^chpol sites ihPalo Altp.”Die adoption of the School 
CpmmuteGomdoisNetworkancmdedastatemcnt ofpolicy by^e City ofPalo Alto.that 
^‘jprmcipal school commute, routre. be given jiriOrity for public' investment piUpo^ and be 
accorded enhanced review-,as mgards propo^'s;for new cominefcial driveways and othef 
stmet-changes..” / 

PAUSD school, riteaare h^vily used, hot only for educational puipo^, bdt also as 
community ahdfecreatidnoenters during afternoons, evehih^ and weekend hb.ufsi 


This background iagivmtd establish that by necessity a veryhi^ policy priority is 
placed on providing We schppl.cpmmute routes for PAUSD students usmg dtemal 
modes (especiallybi<^cling ^d walking). This priority is consistent with St^e and 
Federal Saft^RdUtes 


;6 School pnorities. 


Potentiai lihpacts of flST oh Palo Alto Saife Routes to School 


The Palo Alto Coufidildf PTAs tlufBc. Safety Conmuttee fe^ee^^ that the 

following issues and^s^jects be studied in ^project level ED^IStforime Califo^ 


’’ in development of the-city’s bicycle system. 


/ 

■I 4: improve pedl^ttian. and b: 

icycie 

acce; 

ss to ai 

odbe 

riye^loc 
























We concur City of^P^o Altd’a (CPA) teg^ts that the BIR/EIS; 


1) . Hrovide a:cc« 9 fete analysis oEall linear rail corridor elevafioaoptidhs-ihcliidmg.at-^^^e, / 

elbvat^>or de^Sseiinclu^mg-opCT frencliand-tumjeling. All gpdoni^articultu-lyi&e^tuhheHdg, 
p^bl$^ho^(i?1:« evduated to the-same-level of ideiail as the elevated tr^lk projx)sal fo provi^ 
adeguatoiirfomatioD to the jwbUcoftheenvironmentaljiecononac. yisual/aridoperationay' 
impactenrhenefiteofeach.-^tern^vei’’ / 

2) .,EvaIuatean!alteniative that would end IBT at;San-3bse and rely on add 

gradet^sepanrtedCaftrain. connections to/fromSanEtancisco.iincludingj^flitadngjd^ 

C&iteaiQ access andspeeds and ihcludir^ possible;reduction:m the number of lia^Tequifed’ifi'liie. 
Galtrain coiridon / 


3). Bv^uatCvalteniativeslthat would elimlfiate.Dr substantially'minimizeIhemeedito acquire 
additional rightpf-way. Thc.iaifroadxi^trof-iway abute single ftmilyre^ences^PalbAltoHi^. 

School, a shoppingcenter, businesses and c%. parks^ which fonn the of the conununLi^. 

Anyand alt alternatives that would not involve acquisition ofri^t-^way should be.fully 
evaluated-lnthe filR/EIS. / 


4). Evaluate alternatives that would reduce Ae number of requited tracltt in the ri^t-6f-way to 
less than four.tracks. The evaluation should also include how/nmy sfao6f1y tjncks.wbuldn^. to 
be built during construction and their impacts on right-^f-w^ requiremehts>fbr the project. 


San Jose and San.Francfsco. and die requisite savi<?e desi^ requirements to acbonamodate 

dicsel-powered-fiei^t trains that could i»echide <^r HST aUerttatlyes that would be most 
appropriate and enyironmentally. sensitive-fbrth^eninsula. 

Th^ epriunitt^ f^Ueste^ BH^IS stUOT the |*tenti4 effects of variotis linear rail 

cK>tri<ior eleyatipn options on schpo) routes^d PAtJSD facilities, including possible 
dispiacemehf of ,&e bikepadi that rims'th^gh the;C^trairi-ROW oh the: eM,border ttf 
thei Palo Alto High School ca&pus paralrel to Oiin^us classfootn bi^dmgs.^d connects 
to'the. Town & Country ROW. / 

We also rogiiest that the study giv&4?^i3l.aftentipn:^,proyisionpf^e;grade^separated 
pedestrian/bicycle crossings at aU4f 1 he; inteiseetionsJdentified.m the Ci^ of Palo Alto 
School Gommhte Gpftidots Network^ including: 


• Homer 


JR Etribarcadero 
b ChprehiE 
• (Mfotnia 


These Grossing: affi desi^Sted ^hool cor 
future HSl*hnpk£L providing-eas^^ 
andGther4e®ati0hs:througiiout-die day^ 







































We expect ihat grade ^p^ted ctossin^. vaU be pfoyided at all'of dleseinterK^otis; that flies^ 
ihtere^ons -will ac^Mn^odmebipyclists and pi^estrians;accoidingto die best practices and^l 
conform to all appropri]^:sfcate.^d Ideal guideIines..Aiiy changetO.titeM^teiseciioEiS^^iroJjI^ 
l>e mehillystudied ^'^g.paltidid^ attention to the effects thatsuch ctage 
rfivftrsinfi rni ght haye, pii ttie s^ety, conveni^ce, and;cpnrfpit oi^design^^ sphool ( 
cpnmute rpi^^forP^USD stud^^ / 


Lohg-rte^ cdsfe bf trah^ilation'jnode shift related to any changes hme^schooj 
commute ediliddrs netWbfk should also be studiedv / 


Constmctinit lirtifiacts 


cdmmuteiroufcs that may occur during 'constnictionr, Pa^idarly, iti^ impoftanl fo knoy; 
Wiat.eftect'road clpsures,:plaimed fJetouTs or other divpreion of pedestrian, tncycle and 
aupj tK^emayhave on-schpol’commute roirtes. Prainsportetioh-mode.sbifteausj^ by 
such ich^ges during construction may need to be nntigatcd to the extent that diey mhy 
generic autd.traffic'mexcess:of;\yhatpAUSD^pusfecaities (driveways and par^ 
lots) and SimStffidihg public streets'canaccormnodatei provision of temporary school: 
■busing anight be copadered as a mitigation^ / 


We thank youibr giving our comments your &du^tful attention. 


DanjDykwel, PreMeht, Palo^tp Council of PTAs Executive3oard 


tementaiy Schools Representative 


Penny Ellson, 'Ghair and 
Lytm D^e,.Middle;S^ooIs Representative. 

Richard Styent, Sdgh.SchooIs^Represehtatiye 
Traffic Safety Gpimmtteei Palo; Alto Council of PTAs 





































|KriaLiyingg|^ 

From: 

Sent: 

Toi; 

Subject: 

Attachment: 


Carole Hyde [chyde@Stanfbrd.edQ] 

:ri(onday..Aprii 06. zoosiO;-^94M 
HS.H Gpmrnents 

Comments regarding Grade Sbparatbn-^n Menlo Park 
HighSj^eiSd-Ran.rtf- • . 


Deah :Mr. Leavitt> please find attached a letter from iihe ^Palo-Alto Humane Society regarding 
High Speed Rail, construction issues at Oak Grove and. Ravensviiood'In tharfjc yqu. 

Carbie Hyde (Paio^ Alto Humane Society dipectbr) cJ 


^\\\^ 


1 




%ri.Fj^ckcoto:S^JoseH^Pioje<$EIR/^ 

California!H^h Speed Rail Audiod^ 

925X Street,;Suite 1425 
Saciiam^to, Caiifomia,95814 

KE; Comments &om Merrill Street busineSs.'residenK xegardin^sgtadfe- 
separation at Oak Gioye, arid Raveoswood in Menlo park 


Dear-Mr. Leavitt. 

Ttfe Palo Alto Hurn^e Society piogxaoa and. admiriisriative offices are 
housedat-520 Santa Cruz Ayeririe in,the bpfldirig'^itririg at 1:125: bieirill, 
Stceetj Menlo Park. We are .concerned that full utilization of the cuijent,- 
CalTi^ right-of-way ori MrindilStteetat the Menlo train smtion would 
•seriously diminish the. ability Our cli^tele to access oUr office. In 

addition, we are concerned that the proposed leconfiguratipQ of paiking 
bri,Jderi3ll;Stteet with new'Agonal patkirig on both sides of the street, 
will gceady exacerbate parkii^ ptoblen^ iriid create £ariher:hmdfariGe tp. 
access to our offices and services. 









Pl^se include a pned^e one-way street to allow ttaffi'c:to continue to ge 
through Merrill Stceefand to maintain the parking spaces currently 
available tp the AlidrPenmsuia Aruma. Hospitel at 1125 M errill. 

We are ^o concerned about aniinri entraptrient.iri-a belpW-grade tr.eneh 
and.ask that youplan to mitigate and prevent that __ 

Lasn we wonid be'ni^[^ent iri;puc a(h?ocacy :Fpt apdnnilS:'if We.d^^^^^ djf' 

encoura^ a ridetshippolicv on the new High Speed Rail to indude \ v. 


encourage a ridetship policy 
companion animals trayeling with their owhefs. 


I look forward to your consideratioa of and response to these concerns. 



Carole Hyde 
Exec«tiye:Dir^ctor 




ACeri'tury of Compassion. 
Sin«lSoS 


PO.B0!c'^7l5 

PaIpAila.CA.a4306 

f 650.462.0305 
w.v^;p^ioa!t;ohumane.prg 



PALO ALTO 

H U t';1 A H e 
SOCIETY 


APR,. SZmB' 




^2009^ 






iMr. Deputy Bireptor 

S^iFrandsGO-to.-SaJX^pseX 

. .TT* 1 OIL'-a 


92X1 

SacBpnento,- Ga^<>niia;-95814 

RE: .Commits .Eqfn ;MemU Stfeet business residents. le^ain^Lgi^P 
sep^ti.bti;,at,.Oak Gfrove and Ravenswood.in M^p pads; 

D.eai Mr. 

T3ie Palo-Alto Humane Sodely pr<^^'^d.a:dmMsti;atiye offices are 
housed at 52Q Santa Gruz.lWenue m the building siftm^ at 1125 Memai; 
:$treet,!.Menlo Paxt, We are concerned that full:udJiiati6n,.6fthe tuaent 
GfllTtain dght.o£-way-oixMeiiM‘Sfteet at the. ^ddo train station-wouls^ 
sfiTinn-< 1 y- HimtTiis H fhfr'ability pf ottt dieiitele to access out office. In 

addidps, -ye .^e cPiicd^cd thatthe proposed feeonfi^ation pfpai^^g: 
on Mddli Street with new dia^nalpajHng pn bbth;sides of the stieed^ 
tdllgreatly exacerbate p.af^gprpblems and create further h i ndr a n ce tP~ 
access-to our P^bs.and-serdces. 


Please indude'.a one-lane phe -^7 street to allow traffic toxontinue-to get 
ffiipughMeffili! Street add tpmaintaimtheparkmg.spaccs {^cnidy 
availabletp ffie:Mid-Pdnns^ Amma-Hospit^ at 1125 hfemlL 

We;.afe^alsO/CpAcetned:abbut admd^entrapment in.a below-^de tten.di 
,^d as^'that'you-plan tO;mitigate and preydit that 

Last, we;'wp,uldbejncgHgeht in/bitt advocacy fbnanim^ifwe <^d dpt 
aitidershtp: policy on the new. l£gh Speed ]^. to include 
<;Ofrtp'amnn. animals tcavelingwidi thdt-Q^ers. 

Ilppk fotw^d tb ypuirconsidetafiom6£an(l:i.esp6hse,t6 feecpncertis. 




I^ecutive-Dkeetor 


0 'X !13 
























Kris Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


:ihfo@hsnca.gov - : - 

Monday M&tch 23;.2QD9 1,0:40.AM 

GHSRGontacl 


.CHSR Contact. 


Contact Name: Alley Wolf 
Company:-Palo Alto Medical Center 
Phone: 650-691.-6406 
Email:- wolfa2@Damf.org - 

Ifebsite: 

Comment: - 

Cqmmentson SF to, SJEIR/EISPalo Alto.Medlcal Foundation, Clark CMc lomed at:795:;ELCmiunp'Real^^ 
paio Alto is approximately 5^ itfedm the existing Ji^t; tail tracfe; future W^omen Service Clinic located at 49 
'l^feRs Mfo'i^ ti^ QQhstmctedapproximatd^^ 14? ftfromoxisting tracfcs;;and Main.Clinic also located;at:755>El 
(JammO Realms approximately lS4ft j&pm the existing tracks. Due to thoproxiinity of PAMF huil^^ toiflio 
ttacks»;ttie:^gh speedirains. arelikely to pose vibratioi^ nofse arid electric^ ariteiferehces detrimehtal tq iho c^e 
of .otirpatient and the operation of our clinics. These niedical clinics, are considered '’sensitive rec^tprs”- 
'housingimaging equipment mchias X-rRay, MRls.ahd CXsVf urthe^otei.excessivernofee in procedure and 
eiramfoomsis non-’cpiaduciyeto reliable communication betweenpati'ent, staff and physicians, and thdlefOre ia 
•detriiiientiEQlto quality patient care. Please examine and mitigate the impacts of vibration, noise.and!electricai 
interference to PAME's clinical- equipment andop^tions. 
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Kris Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


:ppf^'Arjey'|^bjfA2 
i^opdayy.March 23*2009:1^ 
;ftSf^C6mmentS' _ . 

.GOmfheWtsbn SF-.to S 




PaloAlto.MedicalFoiuldatipn,ClarkGlmicTocated,at795;Me^noJt;eai;|MbMb I ... 

from the existing rail tracks; feture WohieiLService Clinic located at 49 ^eU,s .^e‘^Vili.be cohstibcted, j 

apprpxi^fely 147 ft ftoihie^sftng tracks; and M^:CHmc.4soibcated at795 Ei.Canuno.Real i‘s approximately / 

184 ft ftomthe'-existing tracks. •—I 

Dueto theproximity of buildings to the.tracks, the hi^^speed trains ,ai:e;likely to pose.^bratiop,.aoise 
jaBid eiecftical interferences detrimental to tiie care' of our patient andthe pperation of om:- clinics. EhesednediC^ 
clinics are considered “sensitive receptors” bousing iinaging eqitipnieht such as-X-^y, MRIs and :0tav 
-Eurthennofe,' excessive noisebiprbCedUfeah.fteXam rooms is non conducive to.reliable, cbminunicatioti 
between patienf staff and^bysicians, and therefore is detrimental to quality patient care. 


Ple^e/examine.andmitigate the impacts of vibration, noise and electrical interfercnce'toPAlvlF”s:.clMca]. 
equipment and-operations. 



D-ac-w- 































Kris Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

Tb: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 


.brian graysdfi [brian@p::esetvation.orgJ 
Friday, .tpnIp3l:2pOS9r:43^^ ; 

HSR CprniTientS; 

San Frandisco tb.San Jose^HST 


~2 UK 


Thank-you. 




































PRESERVATION ACTION COUNCIL OF SAN JOSE 


ATTNi San Frandseo to San Joso 
High speed Rail Aiidfority' 
sSh Street Suite 1425. 
'^acra^entp,: GA 95814 


Dear liilri heayitt: 


Jos’l^s architecture li^tage thrpugh educatic)n> .adypcacy> and events. We aintto 
ihte^ate a strong corninitm^rtt to histone ^s^atioh info fheland use ^d 
development decisions of the Qty of San Jo» that ^ect histone resources^ as 
^eli asSntp .th^ priyatfeidedabriS of property ownets. and devOlop’efs. Wettyto 
bring; owners and developers fogethar to create historically sensitive projects that 
malis economic sense. 


EAC-SJ appredates^the opportunity to comment and ask the fpllpwing questions 


for‘the. Sah.Fr^dscb'tp Sail Jo'seEfe. 


Diridon Station and Station Area 


as a. Historic Landmark, 
lithe necus of-the prc^ectwere 


not identified. 


Diridon Station;: The. project level EIR described a plan for a XQ-fpot 
stnichire adjacent to Diridon station The impact was described, as' 
moderate considering along-term plan to build high rises in tiie area. A 
simifi^on showed the struchne fiom behind ihe Station-r-thei Westeifi- 
side. The east ride is the main passenger entrance. New (ca. 2000) high- 


density tiiree-sto:^ residences immediately tpithe west of diridpiie^e not 
v^ble icorn.the-.e.ast. What.desi^ stahdatds;wjn.be Tised'S6;that-tirie view 
from the east is dominated by the historic Diridon station not the 

Stirucjure&? Hpwl^lhe design staniards: ensure that the s^tioh 




rfiamtainsit^aestheficiritegrity? What mitigations wfilbeioffered for the 
Ibsaof the aiesfiietio sense pi gr^dije^ of the-Diridon stafipn2 'V^af. 
melficswilibeus'edio dete.nhine the level of ;environinehtai sigruficarice 


oBtfie loss.oBaestheticsi^ Will the view. be evaluated 




Ded 

icated hsJ^reserv 

rtigSanJose's 

Architectural MerHagi 
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pjppseriget alhyor hoio castial pa^^byswifiuh tib,e Sinrotiri.drhg 

rneignuorno.o.as i 
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2. 


3. 


-4. 


5. 


Ci/Hi' 


I3i^^dh,Sl.atipmWinihefin^.HRXiniiIti-tra(:k:de'sigri.3requi^ i 

destruction of-Diridon Station?' What other alternatives.^e po^ible? Waft | ^ - 
t|ie.^t^itiatiYe:Of liftd^^pUhdiiV^. die I5KT be ey^iiafed? 

Tplindqii Station: Fleas^ evaluate the alternative o£undergrounding the ' 
HRT'J^om the'^eispectiye <of aes^^ cultural res&uxces 4 -,and:i:ipise:- J 
Dindoh Statfoiii 3ow\^ fh'e historic ihtegin^. 'of Birid.6h;statioii be;- 
retainedif Ms remodeled foi'HST use? Will the Secretary of the Interior 


6 - 


DnidomStatiori Area:: Cal Pak District Manager Office, 734 The Alameda' 
THaGify landmarfc.B wit^SOO feet df'fiie I^T ROW;. Hoy/ will 
coristrucdoriaffeetthia brick building?, Wfiat strategies will be ttsed To 
irfinimi 2 e irnpacts of pile driving, etc.?' What impacts of/^ration caused 
by HSj canbe expected? What MtigationS, Will be ofiered to the property- 
owner? Wh^t documentation will the property owner, have to provide to 
prove iinpa.ets? Whatinefiics'will be used to deterrnine the level of 
significance ox HSR impact oil this structure? 

Diridon Station Area: Pl^tSl.- Tlds resideiice community is. m e.daptiye^ 
muse; of the historic .Del, h4onte/(lial PalcJ^laiitSl..cannery. Theia^ade.is. 
brick. How wilicbnstruGtion .atiect this.brickbuilding? What strategies 
will be used to irdrumize.impabtsi.of .{al.e <hiv^ etc? What impacts of 
vibratLOii.caused b'y.HSTcafLbe expected? What mitigations will be 
offered to the property owner? 'W^tdpcmmentati.on'will the property 
owners have to provide to proveimpacts? Will property owriefs' qualify 
for noise mitigation/window sound-proofing? What will the standard for 
noise mitigationfHpw TVill the.-window -upgrades b.e sensitiveTG the 
adaptive re-use? V^iE the hew fan-t&il for me trains place this structure at 


riskpf'dempiition?’ 

7.. Diridiqn Station Area: Dennis Residence, 237 N. Autumn. City 

landmarks Eligible for National Register. This City landmark is-within'SDO 
feet of ^eHST ROW. How vrill construction affect-this bride building? 
What Stiategies win be used to iniiiimize impacts of pile driving) etc? 
Whatimpa^ of vibration caused by HST can be expected? What 
rnitigetions Will be bifered to the property own;er?"V^at .dbeuirientatioh 
will the.property owner have'to provide to prove impacts?‘What metrics 
will be usedto detennine thelevd of .significance of HSR impact on this 
structure? 

8, Diridon Station Area: Autumn Avenue PropqrtieS-on the San Jose 
Historic Iri-Yentofy., On Npitii Autturm: 143/195,199,203,211,237,255, 
263. On Sbutii Autumn: 70,75/ 91,115. How will construction affect 
Aese properties? How wlJl operation affect, these properties? 

9, DMdori Station Area: Montgomery Av^ue Probities on the San Jose “■ 

Historic Inventoty;, On North, Montgomery; 160,210,270. On SoUm 
Mbtitgomeiy; 92-9.8, i.02;Pattyb:Idiv 114 Butcher Eiecfnc,;145.Surilitb 
B^eity^ 150 Harold Hellwig Ironworks. How will .constructipn-affect these 
plbperties? How fyiJl affect these properties? ' ^ 

lb. Diridbii Station Area: San Carlos,Stceet Viaduebis 6n the San Jose 

;^sl:prib,]tiven:tbry. How vriB constiuctipn affect Bus structure? V^lit.b^/ 
- replaces? Whatrrutigations wiU'be offered? Hpw will bperatibn o£tiie_ , 

:/ -;j^i.%|^;T^anpi^raN5‘'‘5>,Smte:?,.&nJope,.C^MBikCO.Box228?,SapJos^ - 

VAVwjreser vationiQre -Tei/Fax.-’^4Ml 9^105 » mfogpreseivation.-org 

^AC^.i*a-5Ql ft) a non-profit orgainzation. EIN!'W^2S^S4S -■ i 
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H5T impa(rt4his s|ni<^^ 

i.l.DMadn:SAti&n.:$rea: BuU.dm^ 1^5 Park Ayeh Tlii:s;^tt:u;cture~ 

is eligible€or-^e C^ifomia^Pegist^ andiarcandidate d^landmarki How . 

\viP,coriStactiojxaffecbi|]is stiT^ I 

How-will;opegation.QbtheHSTiiripaGtt[:us.stmQttire? J 


North of Dbidori\§tati‘6n. 

1. StocktoitAvenue: Propertieson;iheSanJoseHistoricInventorywithin I ^ u / 
then^usrOf HsjPi ,]20 -puturaina,’l38'SS^thKianuiaclu:^ / , 

_E_-_i_~ -Atn coA /-> _con / 


Wekerh. Elevator M^ufacfimng^4l7,.530.- Gandolihxdustrig'S/ 580 - 
PhennoHte-Gonstruchon, 630- S^'JoseProsted Foods. HpwwiU, 
constructidn flffect.thfese'striidi^ What mitigations. 

.^ow will operation of HST affect-.these structures? 

Uiai^-yoirforthe opportumtytp'comment zi)Out tiiehistpric structures.^d 
dilturalrresources. Please, note this.'is notnece^arily an exhaustive list of all- 
potential resources that may be affected butit.is an.attempt to raise questions, 
aboiit a^ma'ny of ti\eih,as possible;: We may have additional issues another 
options and ^tematives are reviewed. 


Sincer^y^ 


joJ/o M 


Eriah K/Gtaysoh 
Interim Executive Director 


:(I^;PedrT^ba^N3‘'’StySiufe.9,SOTi(»e/eAMansP,O.BoX2287^Saft;Josei:C4;95109r2287 
Wwwfpi^iSfvaribn.bM »Tgl/Rx; i408> 998:6105 ■ :ihtS®ftis&rv^cin.bi^ 
PAG^'fe'aSOl ^3 ttbH-pbfi»i>i^aWzitibK..'BINt7r-0254542; 

































March 01,2009 


bah Leav i Depufi^Pirectof 

■Aftri^ S.anSraiicisco to Sahjose, CalifomiaHi^-Specd.Eail Authority- 
925 P Street, Suit&; 1-42S 
Sacramento, CA 9-5814 

RE: Comments on. Scope o^SanFiaiicIsco to.San Jose llST Project E^EIS 


Dear Mr. Leavitt: 

The purpose of this letter is to offer comments ort behalf of the San Jose Arena Management Corpdraion( 
Tregarding:the above referenced EIIWEIS for the Sait'Franoisco to San Jose hi^ speed rail pr<yect. We: 
havo hee'n, interests in this project relative fO tiiOseryice diat wiU be provided fpf HP PayiliOin Cu^omers 
and.relative to potential impacts on theongoing-successful operatioii of HP'Pavilion. 

We-^upport the.envlco.nmehtal analysis piecess you are, performing for this project. .FUrther,.we 
understand this current scopmg^step has an important purpose to identity the issues tiiat need to be 
Cajefuliyexamined througli the, El^EIS process. In this context,, we request that tlie following issuer be: 
thoroughly .analyzed tlirough the EIR/EIS process. 

a) Impacts on parkingjpr HJf* Pavilion. ;HP Pavilion customers presently are effectively served 
by a combination of on-site and off-site parking facilities. It is very important to preserve; 
sufficient, conyehiently located Spaces for HP Pavilion customers, Questions to.be TesOlvedl 
include: 

al) What is the expected parking demand for the Diridp.h.'high speed fall station and how Wil 
this demand bemet? 

a2) To what extent wfli the project cause any changes^to on-site spaces.serving TflP PaviliOn? 
If any such, changes are anticipated. What impacts Would be causedTor functions that nOW 
occur in the on-site parking jofj[,e.g. circus staging and action sports events? 
a3) To what extent Will the project cause any changes to ojff-sjte spaces serving HP Pavilion? 
a4) To what extent does the project .envision provision, of parking facilities that are shared 
betvveen high speed rail' and H* Pavilion users? To the extent such parking facilities are- 
planned, what steps Would be taken fo ensure availability of Spaces for HP Pavilion customers 
when they arrive for an event? 






b). Impacts on tra^ .accessjo and from HP Pavilion. It is very^ important to preserve/a High 
quaUty ieveiofseryic&for motorists traveiing.to and from events at HP Paviliom Questions 
to be resblyed include: 

bl) To What extent will the pityect: Cause’ iherea^d Volumes and-congestion at intersections 
near HP Payili'on- during'tiie-hour of 6:3.0 to 7:30 p;m-. on a typical weekday? 
b2) To what extent will ihe cause increased delays formptorists entering or exiting 
particular oh-s,ite or off-^site partcing:^^!!!!^^ fbtHP Pavilion events? 



52-3 West Sofltb'.Glorb SiVeet Sbii: Jose Califoriito. 9'51.13 
t 408..2S7,-42-7-5 F 408.99^5727 www.hppBvilion.^ 
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Mr: Dan 
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ibS) To what.e)^teht'w6fl}d[ffi& prpj'ecjtny61ye'dl<»r|ifebf^eets or acc^s Jbcatipns 

used by HP.PaVili'on customers? 

Impacts on^pecial trcmsportation jurictions for HP Payilicn; It is.yery important to maih^in 
effectiveoppratipns formultiple spocM-transportatrpn functions that pceur at-HP Pavilion. 
TP.what extent would. iKe pipjCCt inipaOt such ^'hbUpiis^-W include ^.s, Ijfhbusmes, and 

auto drop dff/picfc up?. 


u 




e5 



f). 


Impacts on iheMafetyandcatrvmiericecfpedestrian tnov.emehts-to and front HP Paviliofi It 
is Veiy importantito preserve high quality service'for pedestrians walking to andifrom HP 
Pavilion events. Questions toie lesolved include; 

d i) To what ^tent would the project affect existing pedestrian movements to and from HP’ 
PayiiioiTi? 

d2) What provisions would.be made for peisons walking between the Diridon-High Speed: 
Rdl station,'and HP Pavilion? 

impacts dpringponstruciion. It-is veiy important to preserve effecrivetraffiCj, parking, and. 
pedestrian operalions'for HP pavilion during COnslnictiOn of the Djridbn .high speed raii 
sfatioHi Qucstionstoberesolved include: 

el) What is the. expected .duration of construction forthe Diridon station and.trackbed.al.orij 
the HP .Pavilion property? 

62) What are the principal stages Of cpn^ctioh related to impacts Oh traffic and/0r;pafkihg 
for-HP Pavilion and what are tiie expected start andend dates for each stage? 

63) To what extent are tra^c access routes and/or parking for HP Pavilion customere 
affected during die various construction .stages? If any negative impacts would. o.cChrforHP 
Pavilion traffic and or.parking, what mitigation measures will be applied to alleviate the 
impaCte? 

impactspnimageoftlPPavilip^^ It is very importynt to preserve the existihghigh quality 
image and appearance of HP Pavilion.. We understand a pfeliminaty-concOpt'forth.ei.QiridQn: 
Station includes structured parking on the existing parking,lot on the westsideof HP 
i?avil.ioh. ihiaddition to major questions about the functionaiity Of sucha parking structure,: 
weialso have serious concerns about the extent to which such a parking structure would 
impact the irnage of.HP Pavilion. 






As previously expressed^ we respectfully request that the issues identifiedinthisJetter be.thoioughiy 
analysed through the ,EIS/.EIR.for the^!^Francisco to San jose-H$T Project. Werequest thatyou keep 
:us closely informedxegarding progress on this EIR/EIS, and we look forward to coordihating-with staff 
from your agencyund consultant te^, together with stidf from the City of San 3c«e and Arena Authority, 
oh this importaritprpject- Thahkyoti fof^addfessihg issues important to HF Pavilion, 




Sincerely, 

sm JOSE AR^A; iyiANAGEl4fBNT'G©RPQRATlON 



Executive Vice Prerident & General Meager 








Kris i:iVingston 

From: HSR Comments 

Sent: Tuesday, Apnt21,:2009 3:15:PM 

To: Kcis Livlrigstdh 

Subject:^ FW: SF-SJ SCOPING eOMMENTSOFSAVEQURTRAIl-S 

Atehmente: SF SJ HST SGCPING LTR ihrigOH W9t1].pdf 


From: BruceTlbhlnin £ma}lto:tichinin#gariiG.GOm] * ■-Min:n.^nimnfdjaariir.‘ 

Sent: Monday, Apii( 06^^2009 ‘ 3:34 PM 
TP,: .HSR: ^mmeilts 

Cc; taisiat@cbmcasLnet;; LAmes@aoLcom; ’richardzappelll* 

Subject; SF-SJSCOPING COMMENTS OF SAVE OUR TRAILS' - -.. • 

Please see:attached letter. 

Bnice Tichiiiin. 

TIGHIMN, INC. 

17775' Nfbnterey Street 
Morgan HiU/CA 9.5037 
Telephone; ,(4081779-9194 
J’a.csfeniie; (4bS) 778-2702: 
lyeb: i wwVtichininlaw.com 

tihhinTniglcrarliVr Prim 

'THEl>bCUMENT(S) AGCOMPANVINQ TJDS E-MAIL TRANSMISSION OONTAIN INfOI^IATION WTOCH IS CONFIDENiiAL AND: 
PRIVILEGED; THE INFORMATION IS INTENDED TO BE EORTHE USE OFTHE-INDIVIDUAL OR COMPANY LISTED ABOVE. IF YOU 
ARB.NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, BE AtVARB THAT ANY DISCLOSURE, COFVING. DISTRIBUTION OR USB OF THE CONTENTS. OF 
THISEr^lto JNFORMATToNTS PROHIBITED . IF YOU HAVE RECEiVED THISE-MAIL INBRROR. PLEASE CALL COLLECT THE.ABOVE 
TEi;EPHONE:NUMBERIMMEDlATELY,SOTHATWEMAYREiTRIEVETHE-DOCUMENT{S)FROM;YOUv THANK YOU; ' 






Q-sc-17 





liAW.dfFICEOF 

Bruce TrcHiNnsr, Inc. 

'iTTroNOlOHMONTEREr STREET- 
MORGANJHjOX, CAlJFORNIA.95b37' 
TEIJSPJ 9 p:^ffi (40S) 779^194 
TACSEUDLE (408) 7^*s^02 

xvww.-tMJuriuiIaw^gom 

April 6, 2009 


Via FacsimUe 1916^ 322-Q827 & E-Mail ; cominents@ltsr.caigov 


Mr., Dari Lea^tt, Depafy Diredtpr 
GaIiforriiriHi^-5peed:RaiI Authori^ 

Attn;: Sanifrancisco to San ^ose 

Re: ScQpin&Cpmirients of Save Our Trails 


D6m-Mr,.Leavitt; 

Kindly be advised, that I aria the attorney for Save:Our Trails, a.public interest 
oTiesidenfs and;neighborhpod asspci'adons dedicated, to assisting local 
go veinment.s;to'defend, .acquire, collect and; maintain toe Santa Gl.ara.Coririty Msstw 
^i^Lais estabIished:in'the;C6un^afid Cities:General Plaris-tortheenjoymencof all 
;pej^'9na. 


4^'II 



1 . 


We-respectfully request that the fortocomiiig EIR do. toe. fo0Qwing^ in detail: 

:Identift all points and reaches of the Hi^-Speed Train'tr^ck (‘■‘HST*?) 1 ‘ 

Francisco to SaD..Tose system that will' cross or approach any existirig or.pfopb.sed / 

.frail route.igas identified ifijhe Gerier^ Plan, or other frail planning doeumeii.tj of / 
toe County of Santa Clara or.aijy Giiy in $aDta Clara County) within a dist^Cc Ijl i a Vo 
toatmav adversely impact the “quiet enjoyment^^ or peaceM experience of toe I 

.frail forany users-^ a jpsrilt of any rioiSe, vibration,.air current, or other sensQiy 
impact .(includirig ubaesthetic si^t or smell) from the conSfrUction, operation, 
maintenance or iepair of eitoer the trains, or toe tracfcS;^or other tram: 
iitfrastrueture. ’ ' , _ 


2. 


3. 





'HlfftTlhcxA 

t, 

Identify .which of the foregging potential-adv^e impacts are- significant . and in . - ^i . 1 , i 
which, if .any, are insi gnifreant, and justify-any Goheluston,.ofinsignific:anC.e-^^ ^ 

Boroach potentially-signifibant impact^Maflify arid^iscUsS alternatives or iAUh^och(J^ 

mi_tigatjon measures tbat-wm eitoer eliminate toe itopactor raduce it to a level of jfA^jl&UAeS 
insignificartce,;iheiudmg. Withoutliimfaiiori;. (a) imder^ounding the HSTat these 

4/ waa^cLO^V:, 


o-5c-n 







panXea^/it^ Deputy Pirpctpr 
April-^y^OO?; 

BaM2pf2 


(\ 


aTDssingsyor proxmiit^t teaches, or constructin^-atloVe-graicie crossing for either 
theiHSXdrthevtraiis: .. • 

iPiank you for your land Cpngfd^tidnjof ih&forcgoing.- 



oe- TMsiaMdMahon;. ehain-Save Our Trails 















ImvOfficeOe 




NOBmMONTEREY STREET 

mqKgan Hiri^ cA^.pRi^'05037 
TELEPH02^ C4.08) .779-9194 

FACSjnil]^,(408)^778-.2702 

tichirijnca^rlic.com 

' \»ww.ti<3iininlavy.cQTti 


April 6,2009 


APR- 6 20© 


Via Fac'siilrilC: (9l6').322-Q827 & E-Mail: connments@lisr.ca.gQv 


5i^. Dan Leayitt^ Deptl^ Director 
Calilpnila High'Speed'Rail Authority 

Attar Sah Frandsco to;jSaaJose 

Re;: ^coping Comments of Save Oiir Trails 


Dear Kilr. Leavitt:; 


5,,a public4^terest, 

gropp; of .resideflts. arid iieighborhood asSociatioiis dedicated to assisting lodal \ 

.gqvernrnentS’Cp dei^d, acqu^e, constaict andinaihtain. the;Santa Clara'f^ounty 
Trail ^ .established iii the County and Cities General Plapsr - for t^^joymeht .pf all 1 

persons. 

We respectfully request that thcfortiiOoimng'EIR;d6, the following, in detail: ^ 


If i' 


I; identify all points and reaches of. fh^’-fitigh~^p6;d Train track (*THST’). for .the^an 
Brancisco'to San Jose system ^t wiil cross or approach anv existing-pr proposed 
trail route (aslidehtified in-fhe Geneml Haii,.or other trailplaiming'docuraent^ of; 
the County of ;Sahta Clara of ahy Cityin S^-ta Clara County) within ^ distance, 
thatmay adversely impact 'the ‘‘quielenjoyment” or .peacefui experience .of the 
trail for any users as-a result of ariy .nofee.i vibration, aiii'purreht, or oth.er senSpiy 
impact (including Unaesthetic^sight or smell) from the construction,: operation, 
rnaihtenance or^fepair of either the.ttams, of the tracks, of o^er ffdh- 
ipfrastpictpre. 

k- identify which Of th'e^fegoing potential' adverse Jmpacts are sigriifie 

winch^ if ativ- are iD^goificanL and mstifv-ariv conclusion, of ipsignificande. 

il fecir eacii pOtehtiaUy significarit iitifiact, identify gmd-diseuss alternatives or | I' 
htitigation measures that will either elirriihate impact ofjediice it to a level ,of 

; dnsi^ificaacej including; without limitationrfzp undergrounding the HST af these 





























Mr., Dan Leavi^^Deputy Director 
April;6,.;2009^ 

Fage^2of2.; 
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'the-H&Tor?the,trails, 


t>D'^ 
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cet Taista McMahon,'Chair: Save Our Trails 
BT: cz 


■ •A ■ ■ / 

effpregoing.:- 
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Kris Livmaston 



From:; 

Sent: 

Toi 

Attachinierite: 


HSRCorriments 

Tuescfay, Apnf a:i' 4 oi^ 3:16 Pl 6 i 
Kns Livingston 

Jpse-H^ 

■- —San Franctsco :jj6^, HST 


^ EIR EIS; 


Sent:; Monday^ April OS;. ' “r.orgj 

To: HSR:Cobments 
Sal^ectiiSan Ft:aj3cisdo;to, 

Mr. Leayitt» 

;Aitta(^ed:tathK eTiHailvis.a.comment letter^froj 
scope of the.EIR on te|)r 6 posed: San Francisc 

Please centacCine if you Jiaye any questions. 

Tha^you,. 




San, Jose Section of the high-speed fraiw 





Adam-Montgom^'^' 

Go^emment AffMi:S,DireGtor 

Association of REALTQrsIEj 
19400 Stfeyehs GreekBlvd. ?^100 
Cupertino,,Ca. 95014 
408-200-0100 (Main) 

408^00^0108: (t)iteot) ' 

^50.2234597 (0611) ' 

408-200,-01,0.1 (Fk<)' 
amontgo nierv@silvar.orff 

■WWW.shvar. hr^ 


T%esmai| ffld any attachments may cCntaittconfidenattl and 
ff^aged^adto If yon,am.nof the intendedredpST 

e ShM 1e-n,da,^Iefe this 

^sSeminafipn or flse of this 

Wfomation hy a person other than the ihtended recipient is 
unauthpnzed and may be illegal. ^ 


o-sc-n 
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Silic©n %lle 7 

Assd^tidii; of 


April 6i2009 
Iteputy Director 

Caiifdrmia Hi^ Speisd Rail AufiiOTity 
925 D Streetj^ $uite 1425: 

Sacramento, CA 
95ai4; 

Attii: San jFranciscp to San Jose HST Project ^3R/iJS 


Dear Mr?. Leavitt, 

Thank you for allowing me 


on behalf 


4 -iriiAtrD 


DnYiionmental Impact Report (mk) for the San Francisco to San Jose HighrSpeed Xiot 


segment. 


SILVAK represents over 4,000 red estate inofessipnais in San Mateo and: Santa Clara 
counties. We advocate for the creation of new homeowhcHhip opportunities and 
initiatives aimed.at keeping olir region a great plape to work and call home. We have 
several questions re^rdng the proposed Sm Francisco to San Jose segment that we 
request he addr^sed. in the draft EIR. I—i 

Whichparcels or portions thereof, if any, along the:pcop6sed se^ent wOlbejdanneri 

domain under each of the studied project^ How vdll the values of properttes id ' ^ p ro(^^ 
he by eminent- domain be determined? What is the estimated cost: Of pmchasiiig — 

thosepcopertiesmeachofriifesmdcdproj^^^^ . 

process commence and conclude? 


In Cra^ibi cities individual community mernbers have voiced concerns timt damage has 
already been inflicted bn properties along the Caltrains corridor as aresult ofihehi^ 
speed rMl pre^^ resulting in a diminu tion in value. What damage physical,, valuer 
aesthetics, etc.), if any, wUl^ere be on private property before, during and after any of 
the-studied projects? iir^acts by the new segm^t will cause ifais dain^e and what 

and atwhat corir canbe taken tomitiBafe them?-Will thereheanyjttst | 

cbmpensation made for that damr^eiand how it be dstormmed? How ies the.currenTX 

use or zoning of impacted pre^erties Relate fee ty^ sewn^ of pOtenti^ damage, 

and vriiat are fee most ‘ 







19400 Steyehs CreekBlvd„;:‘Siuft lOtt • C^ertino, CA. 95014 
pEqne; 408.^0.0,100 -• jaxi 40^200.0101 ■ i»ww.sibar.prg 













l5^®iiere ibe pp^rionife new segment to imiiimize, xpduee Or^^^ 

existing neg^ve Mpadts by eaasling transit infra^ructure on private prop^i^^iIF so, 
whicbin^actsaiidj^^ -- 


m 



Willany oftha ^diedpipjectsfOTthi^ 
foundation c^m^ibormg properties? 


Welgokforwardtoiprfdp _ , ^ 

R^it and Study for tiie Sail Fi^dscoto San Jose Hi^-Speed Train segiiien^ and 
feVievtiDg ti» i^onre to our questions in time. 


(M. 

S 



^[ajOV\.6U/Sn(J\A 


if you like more infotmatin n regarding our questioDs please contact me at 408-20040100 
or at aTnnntpomerv@silvar.org . 







<ris Living ston 

HSRComments- • 

Tu^day} April 21,209^2:58 PM 
Kris Xivingstoa 

FV/; San Francisco to San. Jose HST 

Si LVAR ^ San FiancisCo;'tO;Sah JbsO^HST Pfojeqt:;EJRl:El^^ 


From?: Stove and Julie Quaftrone [mailto:quattrone@apr.com] 
SOnt: Monday, Aprit osL^OO? :ll ;.55 PM 
To: HSR-;Gomiihents. 

Subject; Sari Frahdsco to Sari.Jose'HST 
Ma Dah Leavitt^ 

Not.siire it this was 
Steve Qu'attrorie 


mailed 'orernaildd'to.today..i 


>u 

ilKV«T) 


nroiri: 

Sent: 

rd; 

Subject: 

QLttacHmente: 


1 






Silicon Valley 

Association of REALTORS® 


April 6,2009 

Mr. Dan Leavitt, 

Deputy Director 

California High Speed Rail Authority 
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, CA 
95814 

Attn: San Francisco to San Jose HST Project EIR/EIS 
Dear Mr. Leavitt, 

Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to comment and provide questions on. behalf 
of the Silicon Valley Association of REALTORS® (SILVAR) regarding the scope of 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the San Francisco to San Jose High-Speed Train 
segment. 

SILVAR represents over 4,000 real estate professionals in San Mateo and Santa Clara 
counties. We advocate for die creation of new homeownersbip opportunities and 
initiatives aimed at keeping our region a great place to work and call home. We have 
several questions regarding the proposed San Francisco to San Jose segment that we 
request he addressed in the draft EDI. 

Which parcels or portions thereof, if any, along the proposed segment will be planned for 
eminent domain under each of the studied inrojects? How will the values of properties to 
be by emin ent domain be determined? What is the estimated cost of purchasing ^ 
those properties in each of the studied projects? When and how will the eminent domain 
process commence and conclude? 

In certain cities in^vidual community members Imve voiced concerns that damage has 
already been inflicted on properties along the Caltrains corridor as a result of the high 
speed rail proposal resulting in a diminution in value. What damage (physical, value, 
aesthetics, etc.), if any, will there be on private property before, during and after any of 
the studied projects? What impacts by the new segment will cause this dam^e and what 
steps, and at what cost, can be taken to mitigate them? Will there be any just 
compensation made for that damage and how vtiU it be determined? How does the current 
use or 7nmng of impacted properties dictate the type and severity of potential damage, 
and what are the most compatible types land uses for the studied projects? 


19400 Stevens Creek Blvd., Suite 100 • Cupertino, CA 95014 
Phone: 408.200.0100 • Fax: 408.200.0101 • www.silvar.org 



Will there be opportunities for the new segment to minimize, reduce or eliminate any 
existing negative impacts by existing transit infiastructure on private property? If so, 
which impacts arui how? 

Will any of the studied projects for this segment lead to the displacement or removal of 
ground water? How much water will be di^laced, and how might this impact the 
foundation of neighboring properties? 

We look forward to participating in future meeting regarding the Environmental Impact 
Report and Study for the San Francisco to San Jose High-Speed Train segment, and 
reviewing the' response to our questions in time. 

If you like more information regarding our questions please contact me at 408-200-0100 
or at amontgomerv@silvar.org . 




Krls^ivingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 


HSR Comments 

Tuesday, April 21, 2009 4:06 PM 
Kris Livingston 

FW; San Francisco to San Jose HST 
090406 LeavittHSR.pdf 


-Original Message. 

From: Anne Fisher [inailto:afisher@bikesiliconvalley.org] 
Sent: Monday, April 06, 2009 12:18 PM 
To: HSR Comments 

Cc: Corinne Winter; caryl_gay@yahoo,com 
Subject: San Francisco to San lose HST 


Greetings, 

Please see the attached letter from the Silicon 
regarding the High Speed Rail Project. 


Valley Bicycle Coalition to Mr. Dan Leavitt 


I 


lAho 


Anne Fisher 

Executive Assistant 

Silicon Valley Bicycle Coalition 

P.O. Box 2447 

San Dose, CA 95155 

408-660-7175 

FAX 408-213-7559 

Promoting the Bicycle for Everyday Use 


'21 





BicyciE 

'COAIITIGN 



the, mcyrJ-e for^eVsn/day use. 


54.W. Santa Clara Street 
StiftsSOO 

San Jose, CA 95113 

Te! 408.267:7259 . 
Fax 40a.2l3.7569 


April 6, 2009 

Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director 
California High Speed Rail Authority 
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

VIA EMAIL 


B0.4SDOFOffteGTOBS' 

Jerti-AnriMfy/$r ' • 
presiWonf ■ 

Grog McWisetsra 
Vica pfO'iirisnt 

Mark Eiiof 
Secfetarv 

JitT; Parker 
31eas(/rer 

Gary Briwlirt E.SC!. 

MfiryAiin Lsvanson', 

Jack Mll'w 

Lorrl.lBetow'n 

Paul Gciki^iein 

Ryan KaufrtBln . , 

SkieVbuny • 


'ADVJSt^-'BOAJ;^: ' 

.AncIrwA- Bail 
Pws.Wertf and CEO, 
A'Vfe^rTejr.BtiWsr* 

Oau© DatJcn 

iViaWstwlTacrt/Toft.^. tK-. 

CHrfGuaaino 
PrixkWtx'k} GFO, 

Sfhjw Vsliey Lmdefsh^ (ftwp- 


B<Ean(VED«9.eron 

(•OiinrieWntiar 


Re: San Francisco to San Jose HST Project EIR/EIS 
Dear Mr. Leavitt; 

The Silicon Valley Bicycle Coalition, which supports bicycling for everyday 

transportation in Santa Clara and San Mateo Counties, is writing to comment on the • 

proposed high speed rail (HSR) project between San Francisco and San Jose. There are ^ 

several important considerations that should be addressed within the scope of the project 

both to ensure access to the growing number bicyclists and to minimize negative impacts 

on the region. 

1) All stations should be easily accessible by bicycle, both for persons riding^toTjlp 2^ 

the stations, and for persons bringing their bicycles to the stations via other transit *^^'3 ^ ' 

systems. ^ ^ ^ 

2) All stations should have safe bicycle and pedestrian access through the 

stations as well as covered and secure bicycle parking near the entrance. This . 

parking should be weather-protected, located in a well-lighted area where it is highl> 
visible and safe, and accommodate an adequate number of bicycles. Please note that 
8-10 bicycles can fit in one automobile parking space. 

3) All trains should provide adequate on-board bicycle capacity. Bikes 

be permitted to be brought aboard without the need for boxing or special y 

disassembly. We expect that demand for on-board bicycle facilities will increase-as 
the high speed rail project moves forward. —4 

4) As part of the EIR process, a study should be performed to determine k 

it would be feasible to construct a multi-use pathway in the HSR right of way, with ^ 
estimates of the costs for such construction. Such a pathway could function as a {AVTM- 

“linearpark” in more urbanized areas, and, depending on location, could provide 

safe routes for HSR patrons to access stations in an efficient manner. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 






ThsSVBC&aSQHcjrd) 
n^-proKt ofgan'za'rxxi. 


Corinne Winter 
Executive Director 


bttp./;'blkssiitGonva}tey.or9 
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Kris Livingston 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Geoff Browning (Campus Minister) [geoff.browning@stanford.edu] 

Wednesday, March 11,2009 2:23 PM 

HSR Comments 

San Francisco to San Jose HST 


fr - _l X • 

I am excited about the prospect of HSR throughout California and that is one J 
reason I voted for Prop lA last fail. However, I am alarmed from what I have 
heard regarding the lack of sensitivity to local concerns for aesthetics, noise, and 
what some have called arrogance. Heavy-handed tactics threaten the completion 
of this project and will probably endanger future expansion throughout California, j 

Please take into consideration local concerns for noise and aesthetics so we don t ttl 
end up with lawsuits and ill will that will surely threaten future projects. J 


Thank you. 


Campus Minister 

United Campus Christian Ministry 
Stanford University 
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